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CLASS OF IMAGES OF ABEL MAPS ON NORMAL SURFACE
SINGULARITIES

JANOS NAGY

ABSTRACT. In this paper we investigate Abel maps on normal surface singularities described in
[NNT]. We investigate the affine version of the class of the images of Abel maps on normal surface
singularities. More precisely we consider the projective clousure of the image of an Abel map, its
dual projective variety and we substract from its degree the multiplicity of the infinite hyperplane
on the dual variety. In the case of generic singularities we prove explicit combinatorial formulas of

this invariant, in the general case we prove an upper bound.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we investigate Abel maps on normal surface singularities described in , which
were useful in studying invariants like multiplicity or geometric genus of generic analytic structures
of normal surface singularities in [NNII] and [NNM].

In [NNAD] the author and A. Némethi studied the image varieties of Abel maps in the corre-
sponding Picard groups focusing mostly on the dimension of these varieties, and computed these
dimensions algorithmically from analytic invariants of the singularity, like cohomology numbers of
cycles getting also explicit combinatorial formulae from the resolution graph, when the analytic type
is generic.

The reason of our interest in these image varieties is that these are irreducible components of Brill-
Noether stratas in the corresponding Picard groups with the value of h! equal to its codimension
(see [NNAD]).

In the classical case of smooth curves the computation of dimensions of Brill Noether stratas is
also a cruical problem, however the dimension of images of Abel maps is a special case of it and one
can easily see, that if d > 0 and C is a smooth curve of genus g, then the dimension of the Abel map
Symm(C) — Pic?(C) is min(d, g). In the case of normal surface singularities these are already
intresting invariants which vary if we move the analytic type of the singularity.

In this paper we investigate the affine version of the class of the images of Abel maps on normal
surface singularities. More precisely we consider the projective clousure of the image of an Abel
map, its dual projective variety, and we substract from its degree the multiplicity of the infinite
hyperplane on the dual variety (it is 0 if the infinite hyperplane is not on the dual variety), we
denote this invariant by 7 throughout the paper.

In the case of generic singularities we prove the following main theorem (the technical condition
Z = Cmin(Z,1") is explained later):

Theorem. Let T be an arbitrary resolution graph and X a generic singularity corresponding to it.
Let’s have a Chern class I € —S’ and an integer effective cycle Z > E, such that Z = Cpin(Z,1'),

notice that this is a combinatorial condition computable from the resolution graph if the singularity
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is generic, and in particular we know that the map ECal,(Z) — Im(c (Z)) is birational. With these
notations we have the following:

1) The dual projective variety of the projective clousure Im(c'' (Z)) has got dimension h*(Oz)—1.

2) Let’s have the line bundle Lz = Oz(K + Z) on the cycle Z, we have H*(Z,Lz)req # 0 and it
hasn’t got base points at intersection points of exceptional divisors. Furthermore let’s have a vertex
v € |l'], so a vertex such that (E,,l") <0, then the line bundle Lz hasn’t got a base point on the
exceptional divisor E,.

3) For an arbitrary vertex v € V let’s denote t, = (—Zx + Z, E,), with this notation we have got
T(Im(c"(2))) = Il,ep). ((z/,t}év))'

For an arbitrary singularity the situation is more complicated because although the existence
of the cycle Cpin(Z,1') is ensured by [NNAD|] we can’t even determine combinatorially for which
cycles and Chern classes Z = C,in(Z,1") holds, although we prove the inequality part of the previous

theorem also in the general case:

Theorem. Let T be an arbitrary resolution graph and X a singularity corresponding to it. Let’s
have a Chern class I € —S’ and an integer effective cycle Z > E, such that Z = Cpin(Z,1l'), in
particular we know that the Abel map ECal/(Z) — Im(c" (2)) is birational.

For an arbitrary vertex v € V let’s denote t, = (—Zx + Z, E,), with this notation we have got
T(m(c"(2))) < [oepr). (@'y)-

In section 2) we summarise the necessary background on normal surface singularities.

In section 3) we recall the necessary definitions and results about effective Cartier divisors and
Abel maps from [NNI].

In section 4) we recall our working definition about generic normal surface singularities and the
main cohomological results from [NNIIJ.

In section 5) we recall from [NR] the results about relatively generic analytic structures on normal
surface singularities.

In section 6) we explain the invariant 7 we investigate in this article and it’s relation to the class of
the projective clousure and the multiplicity of the infinite hyperplane in the dual projective variety.

In section 7) we recall the necessary results from [H] about base points of canonical line bundles
and hyperelliptic involutions.

In section 8) we recall the structure theorems about images of Abel maps from [NNAD].

In section 9) we prove our main theorems about the 7 invariant of the varieties Im(c" (2)).

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. The resolution. Let (X, 0) be the germ of a complex analytic normal surface singularity, and
let us fix a good resolution ¢ : X — X of (X, 0). We denote the exceptional curve ¢~1(0) by E, and
let {E,},cy be its irreducible components. Set also Ey := )" _; E, for any subset I C V. For the
cycle Il =Y n,E, let its support be || = U, 20E,. For more details see [?,IN99b].

2.2. Topological invariants. Let I" be the dual resolution graph associated with ¢; it is a connected
graph. Then M := 0X , as a smooth oriented 3—-manifold, can be identified with the link of (X, o),
it is also an oriented plumbed 3-manifold associated with I'. We will assume (for any singularity
we will deal with) that the link M is a rational homology sphere, or, equivalently, T is a tree with all
genus decorations zero. We use the same notation V for the set of vertices.

The lattice L := Hy(X,Z) is endowed with a negative definite intersection form I = (). It is
freely generated by the classes of 2—spheres { E, },cy. The dual lattice L' := H 2()~( ,Z) is generated by
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the (anti)dual classes {E}} ey defined by (E*, E,) = —d,u, the opposite of the Kronecker symbol.
The intersection form embeds L into L'. Then Hi(M,Z) ~ L' /L, abridged by H. Usually one also
identifies L’ with those rational cycles I’ € L ® Q for which (I',L) € Z (or, L' = Homgz(L,Z) ~
H2(X,Z)), where the intersection form extends naturally.

All the E,—coordinates of any E are strict positive. We define the Lipman cone as &’ := {I’ €
L' . (I',E,) <0 for all v}. It is generated over Z>o by {E*},. We also write S :== 8" N L.

There is a natural partial ordering of L’ and L: we write I{ > 15 if I! =15 = > r,E, with all
ry > 0. Weset Lo ={l € L : 1 >0} and Lvg = L>¢\ {0}. We will write Z,;, € L for the minimal
(or fundamental, or Artin) cycle, which is the minimal non—zero cycle of S [A62, [AG6].

We define the (anti)canonical cycle Zx € L' via the adjunction formulae (—Zx + Ey, E,)+2=0
for all v € V. (In fact, Zx = fcl(Q}), cf. (Z3J)). In a minimal resolution Zx € S'.

Finally we consider the Riemann—Roch expression x(I') = —(I',l' — Zk)/2 defined for any I’ € L'.

2.3. Some analytic invariants. The group Pic(X) of isomorphism classes of analytic line bun-

dles on X appears in the (exponential) exact sequence
(2.3.1) 0 — Pic®(X) — Pic(X) -2 L' — 0,

where ¢; denotes the first Chern class. Here Pic’(X) = H' (X, O) ~ CPs, where p, is the geometric
genus of (X,0). (X, o) is called rational if py(X, 0) = 0. Artin in [A62] [AGG] characterized rationality
topologically via the graphs; such graphs are called ‘rational’. By this criterion, I' is rational if and
only if x(I) > 1 for any effective non—zero cycle | € L.

The epimorphism ¢; admits a unique group homomorphism section I’ — s(I’) € Pic()? ), which
extends the natural section I — Ox(l) valid for integral cycles I € L, and such that c;(s(l')) =1’
[O04]. We call s(I') the natural line bundles on X. By the very definition, £ is natural if and only

if some power £#" of it has the form O (1) for some [ € L.

2.3.2. Pic(Z). Similarly, if Z € L is a non—zero effective integral cycle such that its support
is |Z] = E, and O} denotes the sheaf of units of Oz, then Pic(Z) = H'(Z, %) is the group of
isomorphism classes of invertible sheaves on Z. It appears in the exact sequence

(2.3.3) 0 — Pic’(Z) — Pic(2) 5 L' — 0,

where Pic’(Z) = HY(Z,04). If Zy > Z; then there are natural restriction maps, Pic(X) —
Pic(Zs) — Pic(Z;). Similar restrictions are defined at Pic” level too. These restrictions are homo-
morphisms of the exact sequences ([23.1]) and ([23.3).

Furthermore, we define a section of [2.3.3) by sz (I') := O5(I')|z, they also satisfy ¢; 05z =idp.
We write Oz(l") for sz(I’), and we call them natural line bundles on Z.

We also use the notations Pic’ (X) := ') C Pic(X) and Pic’ (Z) = c;'(I') C Pic(Z) re-
spectively. Multiplication by O (—I"), or by Oz(—!l"), provides natural affine-space isomorphisms
Pic’ (X) — Pic(X) and Pic" (2) — Pic®(2).

2.3.4. Restricted natural line bundles. The following warning is appropriate. Note that if
X, is a connected small convenient neighbourhood of the union of some of the exceptional divisors
(hence X, also stays as the resolution of the singularity obtained by contraction of that union of
exceptional curves), then one can repeat the definition of natural line bundles at the level of X,
as well (as a splitting of (Z3.1) applied for X;). However, the restriction to X; of a natural line
bundle of X (even of type O (1) with [ integral cycle supported on E) is usually not natural on X1
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Ox()lg, # Oz, (R(I")) (where R : H? (X,Z) — H2(Xy,7Z) is the natural cohomological restriction),
though their Chern classes coincide.

Therefore, in inductive procedure when such restriction is needed, we will deal with the family
of restricted natural line bundles. This means the following. If we have two resolution spaces
X, C X with resolution graphs 71 C T and we have a Chern class I’ € L', then we denote by
Oz, () =03 (I')|X; the restriction of the natural line bundle Ox(I'). Similarly if Z is an effective
integer cycle on X with maybe |Z| # E, then we denote O4(I') = Oz (")Z.

Furthermore if £ is a line bundle on X;, then we denote £(I') = £ ® O (). Similarly if Z is an
effective integer cycle on X and £ is a line bundle on Z, then we denote L(I') = £ ® Oz (l').

2.3.5. The analytic semigroups. By definition, the analytic semigroup associated with the

resolution X is

(2.3.6) Son ={l' € L' : O%(—1') has no fixed components}.

It is a subsemigroup of &’. One also sets S, := S.,,, N L, a subsemigroup of S. In fact, S, consists
of the restrictions divg(f) of the divisors div(f o ¢) to E, where f runs over Ox ,. Therefore, if
81,82 € San, then min{sq, s2} € S,y as well (take the generic linear combination of the corresponding
functions). In particular, for any [ € L, there exists a unique minimal s € S, with s > [.

Similarly, for any h € H = L'/L set S}, }, : {I'" € San : [I'] = h}. Then for any 57,55 € Sap,n One
has min{s}, s5} € San,n, and for any I’ € L’ there exists a unique minimal s" € S,,, 1) with s > I’

For any I’ € S, there exists an ideal sheaf Z(I’) with O—-dimensional support along E such that
HO()N(,O)}(—Z’)) -Og% = Ogx(=1l') - Z(I"). The ideal Z(I") describes the space of base points of the
line bundle O & (-1").

If I’ € §},, and the divisor of a generic global section of O (—!") intersects E,, then (I, E,) < 0.
In particular, if p € F, is a base point then necessarily (I, E,) < 0.

Choose a base point p of O¢(—I’), and assume that it is a regular point of E, and that Z(I"), in
the local ring Og  is (xt,y), where x,y are some local coordinates at p with {z = 0} = F (locally),
and ¢t > 1. Then we say that p is a t—simple base point. In such cases we write ¢t = t(p). Furthermore,
p is called simple if it is t—simple for some ¢ > 1.

Let’s have a Chern class I’ € S;,, and let’s have a base point p € E, ¢y of a natural line O (—=1'),
which is simple, there is another interpretation of the positive integer ¢, such that p is t-simple.

Let’s have a generic section in s € H*(O5(—!")) and D = |s|, then we know, that D has a cut
D', which is transversal at the base point p.

Let’s blow up the exceptional divisor E, along the cut D’ sequentially, so let’s blow up first at
the point p and let the new exceptional divisor be E,, and let’s denote the strict transform of the
cut D’ with the same notation. Then let’s blow up E,, at the intersection point E,, N D’ and let
the new exceptional divisor be E,, and so on.

Let’s denote the given resolution at the i-th step by )~(1 with the blow up map b; : )~(1 — X and
let’s look at the natural line bundle £; = Og (=b;(I') — >_1<;<; - Ev;) = Oz (Dst), where Dy is
the strict transform of the divisor D.

Let t be the minimal number, such that £; hasn’t got a base point along the excpetional di-
visor B,,. Equivalently ¢ is the maximal integer, such that HO(Xy, £;) = H°(O%,(=bi(I'))) and
WYXy, £4) = N (Og (1)) + .

In this case p is a t-simple base point ot the natural line bundle O &(—I").



3. EFFECTIVE CARTIER DIVISORS AND ABEL MAPS

In this section we review some needed material from [NNI].
We fix a good resolution ¢ : X — X of a normal surface singularity, whose link is a rational
homology sphere.

3.1. Let us fix an effective integral cycle Z € L, Z > E. (The restriction Z > E is imposed by the
easement of the presentation, everything can be adopted for Z > 0).

Let ECa(Z) be the space of effective Cartier (zero dimensional) divisors supported on Z. Taking
the class of a Cartier divisor provides a map ¢ : ECa(Z) — Pic(Z). Let ECal/(Z) be the set of
effective Cartier divisors with Chern class I’ € L/, that is, ECa’ (Z) := ¢~ (Pic" (2)).

We consider the restriction of ¢, ¢!’ : ECal/(Z) — Pic” (Z) too, sometimes still denoted by c.

For any Zs > Z; > 0 one has the natural commutative diagram

ECa' (Z5) — Pic (Z)
! !
(3.1.1) ECa" (7)) — Pic' (Z))

As usual, we say that £ € Picl/(Z) has no fixed components if

(3.1.2) H(Z,L)yeq := H*(Z,L)\| JH*(Z — E,, L(—E,))

is non—empty. Note that H%(Z, L) is a module over the algebra H°(O), hence one has a natural ac-
tion of HY(O}) on HY(Z, L) ¢y This second action is algebraic and free. Furthermore, £ € Pic” (Z)
is in the image of c if and only if H(Z, £),eq # 0. In this case, ¢ (L) = HY(Z, L)req/H(O%).

One verifies that ECal,(Z) # () if and only if —I’ € &'\ {0}. Therefore, it is convenient to modify
the definition of ECa in the case I’ = 0: we (re)define ECa’(Z) = {0}, as the one-element set
consisting of the ‘empty divisor’. We also take c(()) := Oy, then we have

(3.1.3) ECal (2) #0 < I'e-8
If I/ € =S’ then ECal/(Z) is a smooth variety of dimension (I, Z). Moreover, if £ € Im(c"' (Z)) (the

image of cl/) then the fiber ¢=1(£) is a smooth, irreducible quasiprojective variety of dimension
(3.1.4) dim(c (L)) = h%(Z, L) = h°(Oz) = (', Z) + W' (Z, L) — h* (Oy).

3.1.5. Consider again a Chern class I’ € —§’ as above. The E*—support I(I’) C V of I’ is defined

via the identity I = >, 7y av B} with all {a, }ver nonzero. Its role is the following.

Besides the Abel map ¢ (Z) one can consider its ‘multiples’ {¢™ (Z)},>1 as well. It turns out
(cf. [NNI, §6]) that n — dimIm(c™ (Z)) is a non-decreasing sequence, and Im(c¢"' (Z)) is an affine
subspace for n > 1, whose dimension ez(l’) is independent of n > 0, and essentially it depends
only on I(I"). We denote the linearisation of this affine subspace by Vz(I) C H*(Oz) or if the cycle
Z >0, then V(1) € HY(Og).

Moreover, by [NNI, Theorem 6.1.9],
(3.1.6) ez(l') = B (Oz) = ' (Oz, )

where Z|y\1(;ry is the restriction of the cycle Z to its { £, },ev\ 117y coordinates.
If Z > 0 (i.e. all its E,—coordinated are very large), then ([B.1.6]) reads as

(3.1.7) ez(l') = W' (Ox) = B (Og 1))

where )?(V \ (1)) is a convenient small neighbourhood of U,ey\ 711y E-
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Let Q5 (1) be the subspace of HY(X \ E, Q})/HO()?, Q%) generated by differential forms which
have no poles along E; \ UygrE,. Then, cf. [NNI| §8],

(3.1.8) W (Og o py) = dim Qg (D).

Similarly let Q7 (I) be the subspace of H*(Og (K + Z))/H°(O%(K)) generated by differential
forms which have no poles along E; \ UygrE,. Then, cf. [NNI, §8],

(3.1.9) W (Ozn,y) = dim Qz(I).
We have also the following duality from [NNI| supporting the equalities above:

Theorem 3.1.10. [NNI| Via Laufer duality one has Vg(I)* = Qg (I) and Vz(I)* = Qz(I).

4. ANALYTIC INVARIANTS OF GENERIC ANALYTIC TYPE

For a precise working definition of a generic analytic type see [NNII], [NNM], [NR], in a slightly
simplified language we can regard the generic analytic structure in the following way as well. Fix
a graph I'. For each E, (v € V) the disc bundle with Euler number E? is taut: it has no analytic
moduli. The generic X is obtained by gluing ‘generically’ these bundles according to the edges of T'
(as an analytic plumbing).

4.1. Review of some results of [NNII|. The list of analytic invariants, associated with a generic
analytic type (with respect to a fixed resolution graph), which in [NNII] are described topologically
include the following ones: h'(Oz), h'(Oz(l')) (with certain restriction on the Chern class I’), —
this last one applied for Z > 0 provides h'(O%) and h'(O(I')) too —, the analytic semigroup, and
the maximal ideal cycle of X. See above or [CDGZ04, [CDGZ08, [Li69, IN99bl, 7, 7, [008| [Re97] for
the definitions and relationships between them. The topological characterizations use the Riemann—
Roch expression x : L' — Q.

In the next theorem the bundles O ¢ (—1") are the ‘restricted natural line bundles’ associated with
some pair X c )?top. In particular, it is valid even if )?top — X and the bundles are natural line
bundles. The theorem (and basically several statements regarding generic analytic structure and
restricted natural line bundles) says that these bundles behave cohomologically as the generic line
bundles in Picfl/()? ) (for more comments see [NNII]).

Theorem 4.1.1. [NNII, Theorem A] Fiz a resolution graph T (tree of P'’s) and let’s have a generic
analytic type X corresponding to it. Then the following identities hold:
(a) For any effective cycle Z € Lsg, such that the support |Z] is connected, we have

1 1 .
h(0z) =1 0<ZI£E,IIEL{X(Z)}'

(b) If ' =3 ey l,Ey € L' satisfies I,, > 0 for any E, in the support of Z then
W(Z,0(-1)) =x() ~ _min_ {x(l' +D}.

0<I<Z,l€L

(c) If pg(X,0) = hl()N(,(’));) is the geometric genus of (X, 0) then

Yo =1 . N — ) ; 1 if (X,0) is not rational,
pg(X;0) = 1= min {x(D} = —min{x(O}+4 =

(d) More generally, for anyl' € L’
1 if ' € L<g and (X, 0) is not rational,

(X, 05(=1) = x(I') = min {x(' +
(X, 0x(=10) = x(t) = min (W +Dy+4



(e) Forl € L set h(l) = dim(H(X,0)/H(X,0%(=1))). Then h(0) =0 and for ly > 0 one has

) ) 1 if (X,0) is not rational,
b(lo) = min {x(lo + 1)} — min {x(1)} +
l€Lz0 l€Lz0 0 else.
(f) San =AU+ x(') <x('+1) for any l € Lo} U{0}.
(9) Assume that T is a non-rational graph and set M = {Z € Lso : x(Z) = miner x(1)}. Then
the unique mazximal element of M is the maximal ideal cycle of X.

(Note that in the above formulae one also has miner.,{x(1)} = miner{x(1)}.)

5. THE RELATIVE SETUP.

In this section we wish to summarise the results from [NR] about relatively generic analytic
structures we need in this article.

We consider an effective integer cycle Z on a resolution X with resolution graph 7, and a smaller
cycle Zy < Z, where we denote |Z1| = V1 and the subgraph corresponding to it by 77.

We have the restriction map r : Pic(Z) — Pic(Z1) and one has also the (cohomological) restriction
operator Ry : L'(T) — L} := L'(T7) (defined as Ry (E:(T)) = EX(T1) if v € V1, and Ry (E(T)) =0
otherwise).

For any £ € Pic(Z) and any I’ € L'(T) it satisfies

c1(r(£)) = Ri(er(£)).
In particular, we have the following commutative diagram as well:

’ Cl, ’
ECa (z) % picd(2)

e I
’ CR ) 1 ’
ECafi()(z,) ¢ ) picfa) (7))

By the ‘relative case’ we mean that instead of the ‘total’ Abel map & (Z) we study its restriction
above a fixed fiber of r.

That is, we fix some £ € Pic/ () (Z1), and we study the restriction of ¢’ (Z) to (roc (2))~1(£) —
r=H(L).

The subvariety (o ¢ (2))~1(&£) = (¢B1)(Z1) ov)~1(£) C ECa' (2) is denoted by ECal *(2).

Theorem 5.0.1. [NR] Fiz an arbitrary singularity X a Chern class I' € —8', an integer effective
cycle Z > E and a subcycle Z1 < Z and let’s have a line bundle £ € PicR(l/)(Zl). Assume that
ECal/’E(Z) is nonempty, then it is smooth of dimension h'(Z1, £)—h*(Oz, )+ (', Z) and irreducible.

Let’s recall from [NR] the analouge of the theroems about dominance of Abel maps in the relative

setup:

Definition 5.0.2. [NR] Fix an arbitrary singularity X, a Chern class I' € —&', an integer effective
cycle Z > E, a subcycle Z; < Z and a line bundle £ € Pich(l/)(Zl) as above. We say that the pair
(I, £) is relative dominant on the cycle Z, if the closure of r~1(£) N Im(c" (Z)) is r~1(£).

Theorem 5.0.3. [NR] One has the following facts:

(1) If (I', £) is relative dominant on the cycle Z, then ECal/’L‘(Z) is monempty and h*(Z, L) =
h'(Zy, L) for any generic line bundle £ € r=1(£).

(2) (', L) is relative dominant on the cycle Z, if and only if for all 0 <1< Z, 1 € L one has

X(=U) = BN (Z1, &) < x(=U' +1) = ' ((Z = 1)1, £(=1)).
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, where we denote (Z — 1)y = min(Z — 1, Z1).

Theorem 5.0.4. [NR] Fiz an arbitrary singularity X, a Chern class I € —8', an integer effective
cycle Z > E, a subcycle Z1 < Z and a line bundle £ € Pich(l/)(Zl) as in Theorem .03 Then for
any L € r~1(£) one has

> x(=1") —ming<i<z 1en{x(=U' +1) = h*(Z = 1)1, L£(=1)) }, or equivalently,
h(Z,L) = maxo<i<z,ier{ X(Z = L L(=1)) + h' ((Z = D)1, £(=1)) }.

Furthermore, if L is generic in r—1(£) then in both inequalities we have equalities.

In the following we recall the results from [NR] about relatively generic analytic structures:

Let’s fix a a topological type, in other words a resolution graph 7 with vertex set V, we consider
a partition ¥V = V; U Vs of the set of vertices V = V(7).

They define two (not necessarily connected) subgraphs 77 and 7s.

We call the intersection of an exceptional divisor from V; with an exceptional divisor from V,
a contact point. For any Z € L = L(T) we write Z = Zy + Zs, where Z; € L(T;) is supported
in 7; (i = 1,2). Furthermore, parallel to the restrictions r; : Pic(Z) — Pic(Z;) one also has the
(cohomological) restriction operators R; : L'(T) — L, := L'(T;) (defined as R;(E;(T)) = Ex(T;)
if v € V;, and Ri(E(T)) = 0 otherwise). For any ' € L'(T) and any £ € Pic' (Z) it satisfies
c1(ri(£)) = Ri(c1(£)).

In the following for the sake of simplicity we will denote r = r; and R = R;.

Furthermore let’s have a fixed analytic type X, for the subtree T; (if it is disconnected, then an
analytic type for each connected component).

Also for each vertex vy € Vo which has got a neighbour vy in V; we fix a cut D,, on X 1, along we
glue the exceptional divisor E,,. This means that D,, is a divisor, which intersects the exceptional
divisor F,, transversally in one point and we will glue the exceptional divisor E,, in a way, such
that E,, N X, equals D,,

If for some vertex vo € Vs, which has got a neighbour in V; we don’t say explicitely what is the
fixed cut, then it should be understood in the way that we glue the exceptional divisor E,, along a
generic cut.

Let’s plumb the tubular neihgbourhoods of the exceptional divisors Evz,vg € V, with the above
conditions generlcally to the fixed resolution X1, we get a singularity X with resolution graph T
and we say that Xisa relatively generic singularity corresponding to the analytical structure X 1
and the cuts D,,, for the more precise explanation of genericity look at [NR].

We have the following theorem with this setup from [NR]:

Theorem 5.0.5. [NR] Let’s have the setup as above, so two resolution graphs T1 C T with vertex
sets V1 CV, where V = V1 U Vs and a fized singularity X, for the resolution graph T1, and cuts D,,
along we glue E,, for all vertices vo € Va, which have got a neighbour in Vy.

Assume that X has a relatively generic analytic stucture on T corresponding to X, and the cuts
D,,.

Furthermore let’s have an effective cycle Z on X and let’s have Z = Z1 + Zo, where |Z1] C V1
and | Za| C Va.

1) Let’s have the natural line bundle L = Og(l') on X, such that I = =D ey @By, with
ay > 0,v € VaN|Z|, and let’s denote c1(L|Z) =1;, € L|, furthermore let’s denote £ = L|Zy, then
we have the following:

We have HY(Z, L)req # 0 if and only if (I', £) is relative dominant on the cycle Z or equivalently:



X(=U) = BN (21, 8) < x(=1' +1) = B ((Z = 1)1, £(=1)),

forall0 <1< Z.
2)

Let’s have the same setup as in part 1), then we have:

RN Z, L) = W (Z, Lyen),

where Lgen s a generic line bundle in v~ (&) C Piclm (Z), or equivalently:

RN Z, L) = x(=1I') — min (x(=I'+1) = h'((Z = 1)1, £(=1))).

0<I<z
3)
Let’s have the natural line bundle L = Og(l") on X, such that ! = — > vey ok, and assume
that a, # 0 if v € Vo N |Z]. Let’s denote ¢1(L]Z) =1;, € L5 and £ = L] Z,.
Assume that HY(Z, L)y # 0, and pick an arbitrary D € ("= (Z))"'L C ECal™*(Z). Then
dm(Z) ECal:""g(Z) — r~Y(L) is a submersion in D, and h'(Z, L) = h'(Zy, £).
In particular the map c¢'m(Z) : ECali"’S(Z) — r~1(&) is dominant, which means that (I, £) is

relative dominant on the cycle Z, or equivalently:

X(=U') = b (21, £) < x(=U +1) = b ((Z = 1)1, £(=1)),
forall0 <1< Z.

Remark 5.0.6. In the theorem above in any formula one can replace I’ with I/, since for every
0 <1< Zonehas x(—l') = x(=I' + 1) = x(=1;,) = x(=15, + 1) = =", 1) = x(D).

6. CLASS OF IRREDUCIBLE AFFINE VARIETIES

Let’s have a complex vector space V' and an irreducible affine subvariety X C V.

Let’s pick a generic element w € V*, and let’s denote the number of smooth points p of X, such
that w vanishes on T,,(X) by 7(X).

Let’s denote the projective closure of the affine variety X in the projective closure of V by X,
this is a projective subvariety, and let’s denote it’s dual projective variety by (X)*.

One can see easily that 7(X) > 0 if and only if (X)* is a hypersurface in the dual projective space
and 7(X) = 0 otherwise let’s assume that 7(X) > 0 in the following.

The degree of the projective variety (X)* is the class of the projective variety X, let’s denote it
by cl(X).

The number ¢l(X) is closely related to 7(X) as explained in the following:

Let i be the multiplicity of the infinite hyperplane in the dual variety (X)* (if it doesn’t contain
the infinite hyperplane, then y = 0), we claim that cl(X) = p + 7(X).

Indeed the affine hyperplanes, on which w € V* vanishes and the infinite hyperplane form a
generic pencil of projective hyperplanes through the infinite hyperplane, and 7(X) is exactly the
number of intersection points of this pencil with (X)*, where we don’t count the multiplicity of
intersection at the infinite hyperplane, but this is exactly p and this yields the statement.

We have the following easy florklore lemma about the behaviour of the invariant 7 with respect

to direct sums:
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Lemma 6.0.1. Let V; be complex vector spaces for 1 <i < n and X; C V; be irreducible subvarieties.
Let’s denote V = ®1<i<n Vi and X = ®1<i<nX;, then we have 7(X) = [[,<;«, 7(X5).

Proof. Notice that we have V* = ©1<;<,V;". Now let’s have a generic element w € V*, this gives
generic elements w; € V;*. We know that there are 7(X;) number of smooth points p; 1, - y Dir(X:)
of X, such that w; vanishes on Ty, ; Xi, where 1 < j < 7(X;). Now the points p in X, such that w
vanishes on T, X are exactly the points p = (p1,j,, -+ , Pn,jn ), Where 1 < j; < 7(X;) forall 1 <i < mn,

this proves the statement. O

7. BASE POINTS OF CANONICAL LINE BUNDLES AND HYPERELLIPTIC INVOLUTIONS ON GENERIC
SINGULARITIES

In the following we recall some nessacary material from [H] about generic analytic types which
will be crucial in the proof of our main theorem.

In the following we recall a few lemmas about the base points of the line bundle Oz (K + Z),
where Z is an integer effective cycle on a generic singularity and H(Oz(K + Z))eq # 0

Lemma 7.0.1. [H] Assume that T is a resolution graph and X isa generic singularity corresponding
to it, and let’s have a cycle Z on it, such that |Z| =V, and H*(Oz(Z + K))yeg # 0. The line bundle

Lz =0z(K + Z) hasn’t got a basepoint at the intersection points of exceptional divisors.

Lemma 7.0.2. [H] Assume that T is an arbitrary resolution graph and X a generic singularity
corresponding to it, and let’s have a cycle Z on it, such that |Z| =V, and H*(Oz(Z + K))req # 0.
Assume that v € |Z| and Z, = 1, then the line bundle Lz = Oz(K + Z) hasn’t got a basepoint on

the reqular part of the exceptional divisor E,.

In the following let’s recall the two main theorems from [H] about hyperelliptic involutions on
generic normal surface singularities:
We consider an integer effective cycle Z on the resolution X and investigate the existence of a

complete linear series g3 on it, we have the following two main theorems:

Theorem. [H] Let’s have an arbitrary resolution graph T and a generic resolution X corresponding
to it, and let’s have an effective integer cycle Z > E such that H*(Oz(K + Z))reg # 0 and two
vertices u',u", such that Z,, = Zy» = 1 and assume that ez(u',u'”") > 3.

With these conditions for every line bundle £ € ITm(c=Fuw=Fur(Z)) one has h°(Z,L) = 1.

Theorem. [H] Let’s have an arbitrary resolution graph T and a generic resolution X corresponding
to it, and let’s have an effective integer cycle Z > E, such that H*(Oz(K + Z))req # 0 and a vertex
u €V, such that Z,, = 1.

Assume furthemore that ez(u) > 3, with these conditions for every line bundle £ € Tm(c=?Pu(Z))
one has h°(Z, L) = 1.

8. DIFFERENTIAL FORMS AND FIBRATION THEOREM

In this subsection we recall some nessecary background from [NNAD] and we use it to reduce the
investigation of the invariant 7 in the case of images of Abel maps of normal surface singularities to
some special cases.

Let’s have a normal surface singularity and an effective integer cycle Z on it, and a Chern class
I' € =S, in the following we denote dz; = dim(Im(c" (Z)).

Let’s recall the following theorem about the numbers dz (1) from [NNADJ:
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Theorem 8.0.1. [NNAD] For !’ € =S’ and Z > E one has:
(8.0.2) dz(l') = OSnan%Z((l’, Z1) +hY(Oz) — ' (Oz,)).
Let’s recall also the following results from [NNAD]:

Lemma 8.0.3. [NNAD| The following three sets of cycles coincide (for fixed Z > E and I’ € =&’
as above):

(1) the set of cycles Z1 with 0 < Zy < Z realizing the minimality in Theorem??, that is: dz(I') =
(', Z1) + h1(Oz) — h1(Og,).

(II) the set of cycles Zy with 0 < Zy < Z such that (i) the map ECal,(Z) — HY(Z1) is birational
onto its image, and (ii) the generic fibres of the restriction of v, ™ : Im(c" (Z)) — Im(c! (Z1)),
have dimension h*(Oz) — h*(Ogz,). (That is, the fibers of r'™ have mazimal possible dimension)

(II1) the set of cycles Z1 with 0 < Zy < Z such that for the generic element £ € Im(c! (2))

gen

and arbitrary section s € H°(Z1, L)) ey with divisor D (i) in the (analogue of the Mittag-Lefler

gen

sequence associated with the exact sequence 0 — (QZ1 25 Lm s Op — 0, ¢f [NNI, 3.2]),

gen

0— H(Oz,) =5 H(Zy, £im ) — CED) 25 HYOy,) — hNZ1, L) =0

gen gen

§ is injective, and (ii) h'(Z, L1 ) = hY(Z1, Lm).

gen gen

The lemma above has the following geometric interpretation from [NNADJ:

Theorem 8.0.4. (Structure theorem)[NNAD] Fiz a resolution X, a cycle Z > E and a Chern
class I € =8’ as above.

(a) There exists an effective cycle Zy < Z, such that: (i) the map ECal/(Z) — HY(Ogz,) is
birational onto its image, and (i) the generic fibres of the restriction of v, r™ : Im(c'(Z)) —
Im(c!' (Z1)), have dimension h'(Oz) — h'(Oz,). (Cf. LemmaBI3(II).)

(b) In particular, for any such Zi, the space Im(cll(Z)) 1s birationally equivalent with an affine
fibration with affine fibers of dimension h*(Oz) — h'(Oz,) over ECa" (Zy).

(c) The set of effective cycles Zy with property as in (a) has a unique minimal and a unique
mazimal element denoted by Cpin(Z,1") and Craz(Z,1"). Furthermore, Cpin(Z,1) coincides with
the cohomology cycle of the pair (Z,L™ ) (the unique minimal element of the set {0 < Z; < Z :

gen

RN(Z, Lim ) = BN (Zy, LI ) for the generic LI, € Tm(c" (Z)).

gen gen gen

In this article we want to investigate the invariants T(Im(cl/(Z ))) in the cases, when the dual
projective variety (Im(c!'(Z)))* is a hypersurface.

By the results above we can assume that Z = C,n(Z,10'), indeed if Z > Chin(Z,1') and
Im(c(Z)) # Im(¢" (Crmin(Z,1'))), then Im(c”(Z)) is an affine fibration over Im(c" (Crnin(Z,1')))
with nontrivial fibers, and then (Im(c!'(Z)))* is not a hypersurface.

So we can assume in the following that Z = C,;n(Z,1’), which means in particular that the Abel
map ¢ (Z) : ECal,(Z) — Picl,(Z) is birational to its image and if £ is a generic line bundle in
Im(c"' (Z)), then the cohomological cycle of £ is Z, so h'(Z1,L]|Z1) < h'(Z, L) for every integer
cycle 0 < 71 < Z.

Notice furthemore that if we investigate the ivariants 7(Im(c' (Z))), we can assume that |Z| is
connected.

Indeed assume otherwise that |Z] is not connected and let the connected components of the cycle
|Z| be |Z1], -+ ,|Zy], where Z =37, .; Z;.

We get immediately that H'(Oz) = ®1<j<iH'(Ogz,) and Im(c’(Z)) = ®1<j<iIm( (Z;)).

Now by lemma6.0.0] we get that 7(Im(c!'(2))) = [],<;<; T(Im(c Im(c' (Z;))).
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9. THE 7 INVARIANT OF THE VARIETIES Im(cV (Z))

In the following we restrict our attention first only to generic singularities, we prove the following

main theorem with the setup explained above:

Theorem 9.0.1. Let T be an arbitrary resolution graph and Xa generic singularity corresponding to
it. Let’s have a Chern class I’ € —S’ and an integer effective cycle Z > E, such that Z = Cpin(Z,1'),
notice that this is a combinatorial condition computable from the resolution graph if the singularity
s generic, and in particular we know that the map ECal/(Z) — Im(cl/(Z)) 15 birational. With these
notations we have the following:

1) The dual projective variety of the projective clousure W has got dimension h*(Oz)—1.

2) Let’s have the line bundle Lz = Oz(K + Z), we have H(Z,Lz)req # 0 and it hasn’t got base
points at intersection points of exceptional divisors. Furthermore let’s have a vertex v € |l'|., so a
vertex such that (E,,l') < 0 , then the line bundle Lz hasn’t got a base point on the exceptional
divisor E,.

3) For an arbitrary vertez v € V let’s denote t, = (—Zk + Z, E,), with this notation we have got
T(m(c"(2))) = ey (')

Proof. For an effective divisor D € ECal/(Z), such that ¢ (Z)(D) € Im(c"' (Z)) is smooth, let’s de-
note by Qp C HY(Oz)* = H(Z, Lz) the set of differential forms, which vanish on Tz (p) (Im(c!' (2))).
IfDe ECal/(Z) is generic, then the map ¢ (Z) : ECal,(Z) — Im(¢'(Z)) is a submersion, which
means that T, (Im(c" (2))) = Im(Tp(c" (Z))), and so by [NNI| we also have h'(Oz(D)) =
dnn(QD) = hl(OZ) - dz(ll)

For part 1) we will prove that H%(Z, L),y # 0 and if we have a generic element w € H(Oz(K +
Z))req, then there is a generic divisor D € ECa!’ (Z) in the sense described above and another divisor
D e ECaZﬁZK*l/(Z), such that the divisor of w is D + D’.

Let’s see first that part 1) follows from this statement.

Indeed we have to prove that T(m) > 1, so if we have a generic element in the dual space
w € H'(Oz)*, then there is a smooth point p € Im(c!’(Z)), such that w vanishes on T),(Im(c!' (Z))).
However by Seere duality we have HO(Oz (K + Z)) = H'(Oz)*, so there is a divisor D € ECa’ (2)
and D' € ECaZﬁZK*l/(Z), such that the divisor of w is D + D’ and the map ¢ (Z) : ECal/(Z) —
Im(c!' (Z)) is a submersion in D.

We show that w hasn’t got a pole along the divisor D, or in a more precise way that w vanishes
on Im(Tp (e (2))).

Let’s write D = Uj<;<;D;, where the cuts D; are disoint and transversal to the exceptional
divisor E at its smooth points. If D is an enough generic divisor, we have Im(Tp(c" (Z))) =
®1<j<ilm(Tp,(c)), so we have to prove that w vanishes on each Im(Tp,(c)). Assume that the
divisor D; is supported on the smooth part of the exceptional divisor E,,.

We have to prove that if we have a tangent vector v € TD].ECafEZ (Z) and we have an arbitrary
curve f : (C,0) — ECa~Fu(Z), such that f(0) = Dj and f'(0) = v, then %(w(c’EZ(Z)(f(O)))) =0.

Let’s have a local chart (z,y) of the space X near the intersection point E, N D; such that
E, = (x=0) and D; = (y = 0). Let’s realise the tangent vector v by an aproppriate deformation
of the divisor D; of the form f(t) = [y +t- > g<p<z, _1 ar - 2], and let’s denote f(t) = D.

We can express a representative of the differential form w in local cordinates as w = (XCi<i—z.<; a; Yy’ )dz N

dy, so by Laufer integration formula we get:
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a ':Ck L.
Ll P @ 0)) = /Mlog<1+t~20ﬁkﬁzu-l - ) S asyel | dondy

d y 1<ii—Z,<j

However this is zero, which can be easily seen by the residuum formula.

We will prove first that if D € ECa" (Z) is a generic divisor, and we denote the distinct inter-
section points of D with some exceptional divisor E, by p1,p2,- -+ ,pm (where m = (I'; E,)), then
H°(Oz(Z + K — D))yeg # 0, and the line bundle Oz(Z + K — D) hasn’t got a base point at the
points p1,-- -, Pm-

Notice that H(Oz(Z + K))req # 0 also follows from this statement.

Suppose first that H%(Oz(Z+K —D))yeg = 0, this means that H°(Oz(Z+K—D)) = H°(O%,(Z'+
K — D)) for some effective integer cycle 0 < Z’ < Z, Z', which means that h'(Oz(D)) = h*(Oz (D)),
however this is impossible by the assumption Z = C,in (Z,1).

By simmetry we only have to prove that the line bundle Oz(Z + K — D) hasn’t got a base point
at the point p;.

There are two cases, assume first that Z, > 1:

Let’s blow up F, at the point p; and let’s denote the blow up map by 7,, and the new exceptional
divisor by Ej, and Z,, = 7y (Z) + (Z, — 1)E), and let D' be the strict transform of the pullback
of D,so 7, (D)= D"+ E,,.

We should prove that H*(Oz, (77 (Z + K — D)))reg 7 0.

Notice that we have Oz, (7, (Z+ K — D)) = Oz, (Zp, + Kp, — D' — E},), so it means we have
to prove H°(Oz, (Zp, + Kp, — D' — Ep,))reg # 0.

This is equivalent to that there isn’t an integer effective cycle Z’ < Z,,, such that h'(Oz, (D' +
Ep,)) = hY(Oz/(D' + E,,)), or equivalently for every cycle Z’ < Z,, one has h*(Oz (D' + E,,)) <
ROz, (D' + Ey,)) = h\(Z, D).

If for some u € V one has Z!, < Z,, then we know it, since by the assumptions on Z for every
cycle 2" < Z one has h'(Oz/ (D)) < h*(Oz(D)).

Now we know that Z,, > E,, because of Z, > 1 and it remains to prove that h'(Oz, g, (D'+
Ey,)) < h'(Oz, (D' + Eyp,)) = 1 (Oz(D)).

Notice that since the map ¢! (Z) : ECal/(Z) — Im(c(Z)) is birational and D € ECal/(Z) is
a generic divisor, the line bundle Oz (D) has got base points at the points pi,- - pm, so we have
HY(Os,, (D' + Epy))req = D

On the other hand it is obvious that H*(Oz, —g, (D'))reg 7 0.

In the following we have again two cases:

Assume first that H°(Oz, g, (D' + Ep,))reg # 0, then we can use Theorem5.0.H to obtain
WOz, —g, (D' + Ep,)) = h'(Oz«(D" + E,,)), where Z* is the cycle with same coefficents as Z,
but on the blowup singularity (notice, that D’ is also a generic divisor on the blown up singularity).

By the definition of the cycle Z we know that h'(Oz(D)) = x(=1I') — x(=I' + Z) + 1.

Indeed from [NNAD] we know that we have:

WHO2(D) = max (3 () =X+ Z) + D(Zi, 1)

where the connected components of |Z’| are |Z1],--- ,|Z}| and D(Z;,l') =1 if the Chern class I’
is not dominant of the cycle Z;, and D(Z;,1’) = 0 otherwise. Also the maximum is attained for a
cycle Z', such that D(Z;,l') =1 for each 0 < i < n.
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If Z' < Z were true, then h'(Oz(D)) < h'(Oz (D)), which is impossible by the fact Z =
Crmin(Z,1).

It means that we indeed have h'(Oz(D)) = x(=1') — x(=l' + Z) + 1.

On the other hand we have h'(Oz-(D' + E,,)) = h'(Oz.) — dim(Im(c"' (Z*))), because the
restriction of the divisor D' + E,, to the cycle Z* is a generic divisor in Im(c! (Z*)).

This means that there is a cycle Z' < Z*, such that h'(Oz+ (D' + Ep,)) = > cjen(X(=1) —
x(=U'"+ Z!)+ D(Z.,l')), where the connected components of |Z'| are |Z1],--- ,|Z]]. o

Let’s look at the cycle Z” < Z which has got the same coefficients as Z’, but on the singularity
before blown up, and let’s denote the connected components of |Z”| by |Z{|, - ,|Z}/].

We immediately get the following:

W Oz (D'+Ep)) = Y (X(=U)=x(=U'+ZD+D(Z1) < D (x(=1)=x(~=U'+Z)+D(Z],l')).
1<i<n 1<i<n

On the other hand by the condition Z = Cp,in(Z,1') we know that >, .. (x(=1") — x(=U' +
ZN+ D(Z! 1) < x(=U') — x(=U' + Z) + 1 and equality happens if and onl'}; if 7 =2".

It means that if Z” < Z, then h!(Oz- (D' + E,,)) < x(—U') — x(=I' + Z) + 1, so we indeed get
ROz, -y, (D' + Epy)) < B (O2(D)).

On the other hand if Z = Z” and Z, > 2, then we have x(—1') —x(=l'+2Z) > x(—1') —x(-I'+Z")
and 1 > D(Z’,1'), which yields that h'(Oz, _g, (D' + Ep,)) < h'(Oz(D)) and we are done.

Now let’s assume in the following that H(Oz, g, (D + Ep,))reg = 0, notice that in this case
we have Z,, — E,, > E,,

We know that HO(OZP1 28, (D"))reg # (), which means that HO(OZP1 —2m,, (D) = HO((’)ZP1 —E,, (D'+
Ey,)) and b1 (Oz, —g, (D' + Ey,)) = h'(Oz, —2g, (D')) — 1.

Notice, that Z,, — 2E,, is an effective integer cycle on a generic resolution and D’ is a generic
divisor on it.

Let’s denote the Chern class of D’ by I = m,, (I') — E,,, now we know that there exists a cycle
Z' < Z,, —2E,, with connected components |Z}|,--- ,|Z,|, such that we have:

W0z, 25, (D) = > ((=1") = x(=1"+ Z}) + D(Z],1")).
1<i<n

If there isn’t any component |Z[|, such that v € |Z]|, then one has h'(Oz, —ag, (D')) <
h'(Oz(D)) and we are done.

So assume in the following on the other hand that v € |Z]].

Let’s have the cycles ZY,--- Z!!, which have got the same coeficcients as Z},--- , Z] but on the
singularity before the blown up.

Let’s have also the cycle Z{ = A’ +tE,, and let’s denote by A” the cycle, which has got the same
coeficcients as A’, but on the singularity before the blown up and let’s have Z” = A" +>",_,_ Z!.

We know that x(—1") — x(=1" 4+ Z) + D(Z/, ") = x(=U") = x(=I' + Z)) + D(Z!,I') if 2 < i < n.

Now if D(A’,l') =0, then we have x(—1") — x(=1I'+ A")+ D(A’,l') < —1, which yields by an easy
calculation that x(—=1") — x(=1" + Z1) + D(Z1,1") < 1.

Indeed we have:

1) = X1+ 20) = X~ (1 )+ (4 -y - DD

From this we get that x(—1") — x(=1" + Z]) < x(-0") = x(=U' + A") + 1 and D(Z},1") < 1, so we
indeed get x(—1") — x(—1"+ Z7) + D(Z{,1") <1
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On the other hand we have h'(Oz(D)) = x(=1') = x(=I' + Z) + D(Z,I') > > ycic, (X(=1') =
X(=U"+ Z]) + D(Z;,l')) because of Z # > ., Zi.
This means that indeed we have:

W (02,00-28,.,(D") = Y (X(~U")=x(V"+Z)+D(Z},1")) < x(-1')=x(-V'+2)+D(Z,I') = K (Oz(D)),
1<i<n
and we are done.

Now assume in the following that D(A’,l’) = 1, then by the inequality x(—1") — x(=1" + Z}) <
X(=1") — x(=I" + A") + 1 we get again that x(—1") — x(=1" + Z}) + D(Z},1") < x(=1I") — x(=U' +
A"+ D(A",I') + 1.

On the other hand we know that h'(Oz(D)) = x(—I")—x(=U'+Z)+D(Z,I') > > gic, (X(=1') —
(=4 ZD)+D(Z, 1)) +x (=) = x(=I'+ A"+ D(A” ') and equality happens if and only if Z” = Z.
If Z” < Z it yields the statement immediately, so assume that A” = Z"”7 = Z in the following.

In this case x(=1I")—x(=1"+Z)+ D(Z",l") < x(=U')=x(=U'"+Z)+1, so this yields the statement
again.

Indeed we have D(Z’,1"”) <1 and on the other hand x(-1") —x(=1"+2") = —-(1",Z")—x(Z') =
—(my(') = Ep, Z") — x(Z'), which means that:

X)) X1+ 2) = x(1) (A + 2) 4 (2, -1y - BT 2D

This indeed yields x(—1") — x(=1"+ Z")+ D(Z',1") < x(=U') = x(=I'"+ Z) + 1 since t < Z,, — 3.

Assume in the following on the other hand that Z, = 1:

Let’s have a generic divisor D € ECa" (Z), we know that H*(Oz(Z + K — D))eq # 0, so let’s
have a divisor D’ € ECaZ_ZK_l/(Z), such that Oz(D+D') = Oz(K+Z) and D and D’ are disjoint
on the exceptional divisors F,,, where Z, > 2.

We know that such a divisor D’ exists by the fact that the line bundle Oz(Z + K — D) hasn’t
got a base point at the intersection points of D with E,, where Z,, > 2.

Let’s have a section w1 € H°(Oz(K + Z))yeq, such that the divisor of wy is |wi| = D + D’, and
let’s have a generic section wy € HY(Oz(K + Z))yeq, such that |we| N D = 0.

By the local value distribution from 1-dimensional complex analysis one easily gets that if ¢t €
(C,0) is enough small, then we can write |w1 + ¢ - wa| = Dy + Dj, where |Dy| N |Dj| = 0 and Dy is
close to Dy = D in ECal’ (Z) if t is enough small.

We know that if ¢ is enough small and D € ECa" (Z) is a generic divisor, then also Dy is a generic
divisor and we know that the line bundle Oz(Z + K — D;) hasn’t got base points in |D;|, which

yields our statement.

We have proved that if D € ECal/(Z ) is a generic divisor, and we denote the distinct intersec-
tion points of D with some exceptional divisor E, by p1,p2,- - ,pm (where m = (I', E,)), then
H%(Oz(Z + K — D))yeg # 0, and the line bundle Oz(Z + K — D) hasn’t got a base point at the
points p1,- -, Pm-

Let’s have a divisor D’ such that |[D|N|D’| =0 and Oz(Z+ K) = Oz(D + D'), this means, there
is a section s € H%(Z, Z + K),¢g, such that the divisor of s is D + D'.

Now let’s have a generic section s’ € H*(Oz(Z + K))reg, and let’s have the map f : (C,0) —
H°(Oz(Z + K))yeg given by f(t) = t-s + s. If we denote the map H°(Oz(Z + K))reyg —
ECa~?%%%(Z) by g, then we have the map go f : (C,0) — ECa ?5%Z(Z), where we have
go f(0)=D+ D
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For a small enough number ¢ € (C,0),t # 0 we know that ¢ - s’ + s is a generic section in
H°(Oz(Z + K))req and since |D|N|D’| =  we know that there exist divisors D(t), D’(t), such that
D(0)=D,D'(0) =D" and D(t)ND'(t) =0 and go f(t) = D(t) + D'(¢).

We also know that for small value of ¢ D(t) is a generic divisor in ECa" (Z), so part 1) is proved.

Notice that the fist statement of part 2) is immediate from lemmaZ.0.1] since we have proved
above that HY(Oz(Z + K))yeg # 0, so it follows that the line bundle Oz(Z + K) hasn’t got base
points at intersection points of exceptional divisors.

Notice that similarly the second statement of part 2) follows in the case, when Z, = 1 from
lemmaZ.02 since H*(Oz(Z + K))yeq # 0.

In the following we prove the second statement of part 2) in the case Z, > 1:

In fact we will prove somewhat more in the following lemma, which we state here in its full

generality, so we can use it also in the proof of part 3):

Lemma 9.0.2. Let’s have an arbitrary resolution graph T and a generic singularity X corresponding
to it.

Let’s have furthermore an integer effective cycle Z > E and a cycle Z' < Z and an arbitrary
vertex v € V, and assume that Z, > 1 and Z] > 1.

Let’s blow up the divisors Ey,u € |Z'| in ry generic points qui,quz2, " ,qur, and let the new
divisors be Ey 1, -+ , Ey r, and let’s denote | = Zu€v,1<i<ru E.i and Zyey = 7(Z)—1 and Z),,,, =
™(Z") — 1. -

Assume that Z' = Z and H*(Oz(Z + K))reg # 0 or if Z' # Z, then |Z'| # |Z| and there exists a
vertex s € |Z|\ |Z'], such that s is a neighbour to the subgraph |Z'| and for every vertices w # s, v
on the unique string between s and v we have r, = 0.

Assume furthermore that HO(OZ;MJ (Knew + Znew —1))reg # 0 and the dimension of the image of
the map HO(OZ;LW (Knew + Znew — 1)) = H(Op, (Kpew + Znew — 1)) is bigger, than 1.

Then the line bundle OZL,W (Knew + Znew — 1) hasn’t got a base point on the regular part of E,.

Proof. We will prove this statement by induction on h'(Oz/), if h'(Oz/) = 0, then this is trivial.
So suppose in the following that h*(Oz/) = k and we know the statement if h*(Oz) < k — 1.

Assume to the contrary that for a generic singularity X the line bundle £ = Oz . (Knew +
Znew — 1) has got a base point p on the regular part of E, with multiplicity m.

This means that for a generic section s € Im(H®(£) — H°(E,, L|E,)) the section s vanishes in p
of order m.

In the following it’s easy to see that we can assume that h*(Oz) > h'(Ozn) for every effective
integer cycle 2" < Z'.

Indeed if Z = Z’, then we have HY(Oz(Z + K))req # 0 and it indeed yields that h'(Oz) >
hY(Ozn) for every cycle Z" < Z, where Z # Z".

Assume on the other hand that Z # Z’ and h'(Oz) = h'(Oz) and h'(Oz/) > ht(Ozm) for
every cycle 0 < Z" < Z", then we can restrict everything to the cycle Z”.

We get that HO(OZ;{W (Knew + Znew — 1))reg # 0 and the dimension of the image of the map
H(Ozi  (Knew + Znew — 1)) = H°(Op, (Knew + Znew — 1)) is bigger, than 1, and the line bundle
Ozy. (Knew + Znew — 1) has got the base point p of multiplicity m on the regular part of £,, in
particular we get Z” > E,,.

The other conditions of our lemma holds trivially, indeed there was a vertex s € |Z|\ |Z’|, such
that s is a neighbour to the subgraph |Z’| and for every vertices w # s,v on the unique string

between s and v we have r,, = 0.
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If we have the uniqe vertex s’ on the string between s and v, such that s’ is a neighbour to the
subgraph |Z"|, then we also get that for every vertices w # s’, v on the unique string between s’ and
v we have r, = 0.

This indeed means that the conditions of the lemma holds for the cycles Z”, Z.

So this means that we can assume that Z”/ = Z’, which also means that x(Z") > x(Z2') if Z" < Z'.

There are two cases, assume first in the following that Z! = Z,, in particular this means, that
Zl > 2:

Let’s blow up E, sequentially in generic points t = Z! — 1 times, starting with ¢, and let the new
divisors be Ey;, -+, By, and let Z = 7(Zy,0,) = D1 <icy i By and Z1 = 7 (Znew) = D1 <icy 1 Burs
we know that h'(Oz) = h'(Oz; ) = k.

We know that ez (v;) > 0, because we have blown up E, sequentially in generic points and there
is a differential form in H'(Oz )*, which has got a pole of order Z/ along the exceptional divisor
E,.

Let the new vertex set of the blown up singularity be Vi, and let’s look at the line bundle
(L) = Oz (K1+ Z1 — 1), we know that it has got a base point at p with multiplicity m on E, and
we have HO(Z{,7*(L))req # 0.

Let’s denote the restriction of the cycle Z] to the vertex set Vi \ E: by Z7, where notice that
W' (Ozr) < W' (Ogz) = W' (Oz, ) = k, since ez (v]) > 0, notice also that Z} = Z] — Ej.

On the other hand we have Z7 < Z;, and we know that the dimension of the map HO(OZQ/ (K1 +
Zy—1)) = H(Og,(K1+ Z; —1)) is bigger then 1, so we know that the line bundle Oz (K + Z, —1)
on the cycle Z{ hasn’t got a base point on the regular part of E,, because we can see easily that
the conditions of the induction hypothesis hold.

Indeed we have the vertex v, € |Z1|, which is a neighbour of |Z]| and for every vertices w # v}, v
on the unique string between s’ and v we have r,, = 0.

Let’s denote Zy', = m;(Z)) — Ep and Z; , = m;(Z]) — E, , where 7, is the blowup map at the
base point p.

We know by Seere duality that H°(Oz; (K1+2Z1—1)) = H'(Oz/(Z}—Z1+1)) and HO(OZ{,p—Ep (5 (K1 +
Z1—=1) = By)) = H'(Oz g, (my(Z1 — Z1 +1))).

We know that H(Oz; (K1 + Z1 — 1)) = H*(Oz; _p, (7, (K1 + Z1 — 1) — E,)), which means that
W (Oz (2] = Z1 +1)) = W' (Oz; - p, (7} (Z] — Z1 +1))).

We will prove from it that h' (O 4y (21 — Z1+1) = hl(Ozﬁp_Ep (75 (Z{ = Z1+1))), which yields that
H(Ozn(Ki+Z1—1)) = HO(OZ{(I,—E,) (13 (K1 + Z1 —1) — E})), so the line bundle Ozy (K1 + 21 —1)
has got a base point at p, which will be a contraditcion.

Now we have two cases, first assume that Z’ = Z, it means obviously that Z{ = Z;. In this
case we know that h'(Oz (1)) = hl(OZ{,p_Ep (1)), and we want to prove that h'(Ozr (—E, +1)) =
W (Ozy —,(—Ey +1)).

Let’é have the pairs (u,7),u € V,1 < i < r, for which (Z1) > E,;, it happens exactly, when
Ly > 1.

Let’s denote }, ey 7, —11<i<r, Bui =l2 and 3 cyi7 o1 1<i<r, Bui =l

Since for every pair (u, i), such that Z,, > 1 we know that (I, E,,) < 0 we know that h!(Og, (1)) =
X(=1) = x(=12) + 2 (Oz,—1,(I2)).

Similarly we have k' (Oz, g, (1)) = x(—=1) = x(—l2) + h* (Oz, ,— 5,1, (l2)), it means that we have
h Oz, -1, (1)) = K (Oz, - B,-1, (I2)).

On the other hand we have to prove that h' (O g1 (—E, +1)) = hl(Ozi:p—Ep(—Ev; +1)), now we
know that hl(Ozy(—Evé +1)) = X(Ev,: -1 - X(Ev,: —lo) + hl(OZ{/_ll(—Evé +13)).
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Similarly we have h' (OZ{’p—Ep (=Ey +1)) = X(Ey —1) = x(Ey —l2)+ At (OZ{’p—Ep—ll (—Ey +12)).
It means that we have to prove the following;:

W (Ozp 1, (—Ey + 1)) = hl(oz;(prple(*Eu; +12)).

Let’s look at the following exact sequence:

0— HO(Ofoll(*Evg + 12)) — H0(0Z17Z1(12>> — HO(OE%)
We know that the map H%(Oz, i, (I2)) = H°(Og,, ) is surjective, so we get that h®(Ozr_;, (—Ey+
lg)) = hO(OZI,ll(lg)) — 1, which yields hl(oZi’fll (*Evg + 12)) = hl(OZlfll (12))
Similary let’s look at the following exact sequence:

0— HO(OZi”p—Ep—ll (12 — Et)) — HO(OZLP—Ep—ll (lg)) — HO(OEUQ).

We know that the map H*(Oz, g, (l2)) — HO(OE%) is surjective, so we get that h(Ozy g, -1, (—Ey+
lg)) = hO(Olep—Ep—ll (12)) — 1, which yields hl(ozi”p—Ep—ll(_Evg + 12)) = hl(OZLp—Ep—ll (lg)).

These two equations immediately prove the claim in the case Z’ = Z.

Assume in the following, that Z’ # Z, this means by our condition, that |Z| is strictly bigger,
than |Z’| and there is a vertex s € |Z]\ |Z’|, such that s is a neighbour of the subgraph |Z’| and for
every vertices w # s,v on the unique string between s and v we have r,, = 0.

Let’s have the pairs (u,i),u € V,1 < i < r, for which (Z]) > E,;, it happens exactly, when
Zl, > 1.

Let’s denote Zuevlzgzl,lgigru E, ;=13 and ZuEV\Z;>1,1§i§ru E..=1.

We know as before that h' (02 (2] —Z1+1)) = x(—=Z1+Z1—1)—x(=Z]+Z1—12)+h" (Oz 1, (Z] -
Z1 4 12)).

Similarly we have h'(Z] , — By, 75(Z] — Z1) + 1) = x(=Z] + Z1 — 1) = x(=Z] + Z1 — 1) +
hl(OZ{YP,Ep,ll(w;(Z{ —Z1) +12)).

It means that we know:

W Oz 1, (2] — Z1 + 1)) = hl(OZi’p,Ep,ll(W;(Zi —71) +12)).
On the other hand we have to prove that h'(Ozy (2 — Z1 +1)) = hl(OZﬁp_Ep (i (21 = Z1) +1)).
We know that h'(Ozy (2] — Z1 +1)) = x(=Z) + Zy — 1) = x(=Z1 + Zy — o) + W' (Ozy 1, (Z] —
Zy +13)). Similarly we have h'(ZY, — Ep,m3(Z) — Z1) + 1) = x(=2Z) + Z1 = 1) — x(—=Z{ + Z1 —
l) + hl(Ozﬁp,Ep,ll(W;(Z{’ —71) +12)).
It means that we have to prove:

W (Ozp 1, (2] = Z1 +12)) = B (Ozp g, 1, (mp (2 = Z1) + Ia)).

Let’s have the string u; = s, u2,- -+ ,u4 = v, then by the conditions on s, there is a Laufer sequence
Ay =Ey,, ... Aq—1 = A, where v € |[A| = (u1, -+ ,uq) and A;y1 = A; + E,, for 1 <i<¢g—1 and
furthermore (2] — Z1+1la— A;, E,,) = (ﬂ;(Z{—Zl)Jrlg—Ai,Eui) <Oand (Z{ —Z1+1la— A, Ey.,) =
(mp(Z — Z1) + I — A, Ey;) < 0 and Ey;, € |Z{ — 11 — A;—q] for every 1 < ¢ < g — 1 with the
notation Ag = 0.

We get that h' (O i, —a(Z] — Z1 + 12— A)) = hl(OZ{YP_Ep_ll_A(ﬂ';(Z{ —Z1)+1ly— A)) and we
should prove that hl(Ozy,ll,A(Z{’ —Z1+1l—A)) = hl(Ozﬂp,Ep,ll,A(w;(Z{’ —7Z1) + 1 — A)).

Now notice that (Z1 —Z1+l2—A, E,;) < 0, so we can start a Laufer sequence B; = >, ., Ey,1<
i < t, such that B; = Bi—1 + E,; and (Zy—Z14+1a—A—-B;_1,E,) <0.

’
i
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From these Laufer sequences we get that both h'(Oz: 1, —a(Z]—Z1+12—A)) = h' Oz —B,—t,—a(mp(Z1—
Z1> + 12 - A)) and hl(OZ{/,ZI,A(Z{/ - Z1 + 12 - A)) = hl (OZYP,EP,ZI,A(W;(Z{/ — Z1> + 12 - A))
are equivalent with 7' (O 1, a_p, (2} — Z1 +12— A~ By)) = WOz, _p,—1,—ap,(x(Z4 — Z1) +
lo — A — By)), which proves the statement in the case Z!, = Z,.

Now let’s see the more interesting case in the following so assume that Z, < Z,:

Let’s denote again t = Z! — 1 and let’s blow up the exceptional divisor F, sequentially in generic
points and let the new exceptional divisors be E,;, -+, E,,, where perhaps we have ¢ = 0. We know
that every differntial form in H'(Oz/)* has got a pole on the exceptional divisor E,; of order at
most 1.

Now let’s denote Z] = 7*(Z),.,) — 2 1<ici @ - Ei and Z1 = 7" (Zyew) — D q1<;<4 @ - Ei and let the
new vertex set of the blown up singularityﬁ be V1, with this notations we have that e z(vy) > 0.

Let’s look at the line bundle 7*(£) = Oz (K1 + Z1 — 1), we know that it has got a base point at
p with multiplicity m on FE,.

Let’s denote the vertex set Vi \ E,/ by Vs and the restriction of the cycle Z] to V, by Z{.

We know that if ¢ > 0, then the dimension of the image of the map H°(Z.,L) — H°(E,, L) is
greater than 1 and the induction hypothesis holds for Z; and Z!, so this means that the line bundle
L|Z! hasn’t got a base point on the exceptional divisor E,,.

On the other hand if ¢ = 0, then E, ¢ |Z.|.

Let’s have a large number N, such that dim(Im(chEzi

(Z1))) = ez;(v), and let’s blow up E,,
in N distinct generic points p1, - - - pn, and let the new exceptional divisors be Ey,, -+, Eyy -

Let’s denote the new singularity by )?b and let’s denote its subsingularity with vertex set V, \
wy,- -+ ,wy by X,, we have p,(X,) = py(X1) and h'(Oz; ) = h'(Oz:), since none of the differential
forms in H!'(Oz)* has got a pole along the exceptional divisors Ey,, - , Euy -

Let’s denote furthermore the line bundle £, = Oz (7" (K1 + Z1 — 1)) = Oz (K + 7 (Z1) —
Y i<icn Bw, —1) on the cycle Z, = n*(Z]) — > 1 <;cn P, -

We know that the dimension of the image of the map H°(Z!,L,) — H(E,, L,) is bigger then
1, and we should prove that £, hasn’t got a base point on the regular part of E,,.

Indeed, this is enough, since h'(Oz; ) = h'(Or+(z,)) and H (O 20y (7* (K1 4+ Z1 —1))reg 7 0, s0
we get that Or-(z/) (7" (K1 + Z1 — [) also hasn’t got a base point on the regular part of E,, which
is what we want to prove.

Now we know that V, = V, \ v} , and the corresponding subsingularity is Xj.

We have the line bundle £ = £,|Z on the cycle Z, let’s denote ¢! (£,) = I/, and c¢!(Ls) = I..

Notice that the coefficient of Ey,, in Ky +7*(Z1) =), <;<n Fw; —1 is nonzero because of Z, > Z.

Notice also that every differential form in H'(Oz/)* has got a pole along the exceptional divisor
E,; of order at most 1, which means that if D € ECa " (Z!) is an arbitrary divisor, then the line
bundle Oz (D) only depends on the intersection point D N E,;.

Let’s move in the following the intersection points FEy, N E,; generically and the analytic type
of the singularity as well. Notice that if the original singularity was enough generic and we move
the plumbing of the tubular neighborhood of the exceptional divisors E,,,1 < i < N with )N(u
generically, then we get generic analytic types.

Notice that the restriction £,|Z. remains the same line bundle £, if we move the intersection

points E,,, N E,;, since each divisor D € ECa™ " (Z!) restricts to the zero divisor on X,.

—NE?, .

On the other hand we know that dim(Im(c = ¢ (Z7))) = ez (v;) and the coefficients of Ey, , -+, By
are positive in Ky + 7(Z1) — > <;<n Fw, — |, which means that if we move the contact points

p1,- -, PN, then the line bundle £, cover an open set in 771 (L) C Picl;(Z{L).



20 J. Nagy

It means that for a generic choice of the contact points pi,--- ,py the line bundle £, is a generic
line bundle in r;(Ly).

We know that H(Z!,, L,)reqg # 0 for generic analytic types, which means that the pair (I, L)
is relative dominant on the cycle Z!, which means by Theorem5.0.3 that:

AN R . o ol r o
X( lu) h (Zs’ﬁs) < O<IIIA}ISDZL (X( lu + A) h ((Zu A)5’£5 A)) .
Now we have the following lemma:

Lemma 9.0.3. Let’s have the setup above and assume that the dimension of the image of the map
H°(Z!,L,) — H(E,, L,) is more than 1 and let q € E, be a generic point and let’s blow up E, in
q. Let the new diwisor be Ey, the new singularity )?uyq and Z,, , = 7:(Z,,).

1) Assume that t = 0, which means that v = v, we claim that the pair (7 (l;,) — Ey, Ls) is relative
dominant on the cycle Z;, .

2) Assume that t > 0, which means that v € Vs and let’s have the line bundle Ls 4 = 7% (Ls)(—Ey)

on Zg ,, we claim that (7 (l.) — Ey, Ls 4) is relative dominant on Z,, .

Proof. By Theoremls.0.3) for part 1) we have to prove that for all cycles 0 < 7} (la) + aEy < 7;(Z,,),

such that HO(7}(Z,,) — mi(la) — aEg, wh (Ly) (=75 (la) — (a + 1)Eg))reg # 0, where L, is a generic

line bundle in r; (L) one has:
V(= () By) = BN (7L £g) < X(—5(I) + @+ 1) Ey + 7 (1a)) — B (Z—la)sy £y (5 (L) — aE)).

X(_l;) +1- hl(Z;a Es) < X(_l; + ld) + - hl((Z’l/L - ld)s; ‘Cs(_ld))'
The condition HO (7} (Z;,) — 7 (la) — aBq, w5 (L) (=75 (la) — (a+1)Ey))reg # 0 means in particular
that HO(Z{L — g, ﬁu(—ld)),«eg =+ 0.
Now assume first that (I4), > 0, we have the following exact sequence:

(a+1)(a+2)
2

0— HZ, —E,,L,—E,)) = H*Z,L,) = H(E,, L,).

0 ’

It means that by the condition of the lemma we get immediately that dim (HU(Z{J_ %Zuﬁl:lz)_E ))) >
H°(Z! L)

HO(Z! —14,L.(—1a))

1. This means that dim ( ) > 1, from which it follows that:
X(=10) = hH(Zg £6) +1 < x(=1, +1a) = B (2], — La)s, Ls(—La)).

Indeed we know that x(—I.) — h'(Z!, L,) + 1 < x(=1,, + 1q) — h*(Z] — 14, Ls(—14)) and the pair
(I!,, Ls) is relatively dominant on the cycle Z/,, which means that h'(Z., Ls) = h'(Z!, L,).

On the other hand h'((Z! — l4)s, Ls(—1a)) < R (Z!, — 14, Ls(—14)), which gives the claimed in-
equality.

The statement immediately follows in this case, since W > 0.

On the other hand if Iy > 0, but (I4), = 0, then since 0 < 7*(lq) + aE, we have a > 0 and so
eréﬂ > 1.

Furthermore we know that x(—1,,) + 1 — h*(Z., Ls) < x(=U, + 1a) — h*((Z, — la)s, Ls(—1a)), so
the statement follows again immediately.

If [; = 0, then we have a > 0 and we have to prove:

(a+1)(a+2)

_p i
> W20 L),

x(=0,) +1=n"(Z,, Ls) < x(=1,) +
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Notice that this is also trivial, because if @ > 0, then one has M > 1.
ﬂ.* (ZI

For part 2) we have to prove that for all cycles 0 < 7} (la) +aFE, < m}(Z},), such that HO (7}
7o (la) — aBq, w3 (L) (=75 (la) = (a+1)Ey))reg 7 0, where L, is a generic line bundle in r; (L)

has:

u) -
one

X(=mg (1) +Eq)=h'(Z{ 4, Ls,q) < X(=5(In)+(a+1) Egtmy (la) =h' ((Z, g =75 (1) =aEq ) s.q, T4 (Ls)(

=7, (la)—(a+1)Ey)).

@F D@2 (22t (la)—aBoogs w2 (L) (7 (1) — (@ 1) Ey)).

X(=l)F1=h(Z5, L) < x(=l,+la)+ 5
The condition HO (7} (Z},) — 7 (la) — aBq, w5 (Lu) (=7 (la) — (a+1)Ey))reg # 0 means in particular
that HO(Z{L — g, ﬁu(—ld)),«eg 75 0.

Notice that if a < —1, then E,; € |7;(Z;,) — 7;(la) — aEy| and (Eqy, ci (7 (Ly)(—7; (la) — (a +

1)E,))) < 0, which contradicts the condition H®(7}(Z;,) — mi(la) — aEy, 7} (Ly) (=} (la) — (a +

1)Eq))reg # 0.

It means that a > —1, assume first that ¢« = —1, in this case we have l; > FE, and we should

prove:
X(=0) + 1= hN(Z,, Ls) < x(=1, +1a) = W' ((Z),g = 5 (la) + Eq)s.q, 7y (Ls) (= (1))

(=) +1 = hYZ!, L) < x(=U, 4+ 1g) — h*((Z], = 1g)s, Ls(—1a)).

We have the following exact sequence:

0— HZ — E,,L.(—E,)) = H(Z,,L,) — H*(E,, L.).

0 ’
It means that by the condition of the lemma we get immediately that dim (HU(Z{J_ %Zu,ﬁl:lz)_E ))) >

1.

This means that dim (HO(Z}ZOEZ%ZZQ))) > 1, from which it follows indeed that x(—I/) +1 —

hl(Zga ‘Cs) < X(_l; + ld) - hl((Z’LIL - ld)s; £s(_ld)) as in part 1)'
We can assume in the following, that a > 0, if [; > 0 we know that:

(=) + 1= BN (20 £0) < X (1 4 a) = B ((Z, — la)es £(~1a))-

It means that we only have to prove:

a+1)(a+2 " * %
7( )2( )*hl((Zé,q*Wq(ld)*aEq)s,q,wq(ﬁs)(—wq(ld)—(a+1)Eq)) > —hr(Z —14)s, Ls(—14)).
However it immediately follows from H°((Z. , — 7} (la) — aEy)sq, 7 (Ls) (=7 (la) — (a+1)Ey)) C
HO((Z,, = la)s, Ls(=1a)) and HO((Z{ , — 75 (la) — aEy)s 75 (Ls) (=75 (la) — (a+ 1) Ey)) # HO((Z), -
la)s, Ls(—1a)), since the line bundle £s ® Oz _1,),(—la) hasn’t got a base point at p, because p is

a generic point on F,,.
If [; = 0, then we have a > 0 and we have to prove:

L2y (- By) < CEOER g o ) - (0 DE).

5,40 Tq
For this we only have to prove H(Z, ,, 7% (Ls)(—E,)) # H(Z,, , — aEq, 73 (Ls) — (a+1)E,), but

this immediately follows from the fact that £s has not got base point on E,, so the generic section
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s € HY(Z., L) has got (I, E,) disjoint arrows on E,, which means indeed that if ¢ is a generic
point, then H(Z] ,, w5 (Ls)(—Eq))reg # 0.

O

Let’s finish the proof of our main lemma with the help of the lemma before.

We have to prove that a generic line bundle £, € r;1(Ls) hasn’t got a base point on the excep-
tional divisor FE,,.

Let’s look at the space ECalu’s (Zl) C ECal (Z!) consisting of divisors D € ECal;(Z{L), such
that OZL (D)|Zé = ES.

Now assume to the contrary that a generic line bundle £, € 7;1(L) has got a base point on E,,
this means that there is open subset U € ECalu?s (Z!)and amap f: U — E,, such that f(D) € |D|
is a base point of the line bundle O (D) on the regular part of E,.

Now let’s have a generic divisor D € U which has got disjoint arrows on the regular part of E,
and let’s blow up E, at the generic point f(D) = ¢, let the new exceptional divisor be E.

“(Ly) — Eq, and the cycle

Let’s denote the new singularity by )?q and the line bundle £, = 77

Zy =1*(Z]) — Eq.

We know that ECals?s (Z/)NECa™ ()= Fa(7,) = BECa™a(l)=Fals (7. yif t = 0 and ECalFs (Z/)N
ECa™ () =Fa( 7y = ECa™ (W~ Faolea(Z) if t > 0.

We can assume that D is so generic such that the intersection ECalv% (Z)n ECa™ ()~ Fa (Zy)
is transversal in D.

Assume first that ¢ = 0:

If we look at a small open neighborhood U; C ECa™ (W)~ Fa:Ls (Z4), then we get that if D' € Uy,
then f(D') = f(D).

This means that f(D) = f(D') is a base point of the line bundle Og (D’), which means
B{(O7,(D')) = W (O (D) + 1 = B (Z, L) + 1.

It means that the map ECa™ ()~ Fa L (Zy) = r~ (L) C Pic™a (b))~ Fa (Z4) cannot be a submer-
sion at any of the points D’ € Uy, because otherwise we would have h*(Oz, (D)) = h'(Zs, Ls).

Indeed if the map ECa”Z(l;)_Eq’LS(Zq) — r~Y(Ls) were a submersion at a point D’ € Uy,
then Tozq(D/)(r_l(Es)) C Im(Tp:(c™1")=Fa(Z,)), which means that h'(Oz,(D") = h*(0z,) —
dim(Im(Tp: (¢™1 G =Fa(Z,))) = b1 (Oz,) — dim(Im(r o Tp: (c¢™at)=Fa(Z,))).

On the other hand we know that Im(r o T/ (c”;(l;)*EQ(Zq)) = Im(Tp (c* (Z,))), which indeed
would give that h' (O, (D")) = h*(Zs, Ls).

However we know that ECa™ ()~ FaLs (Z4) is irreducible from [NR] and by our previous lemma
we know that the map ECa™a (")~ Fa L (Z4) — r~1(Ls) is dominant, which is a contradiction, since
U, C ECa™ ()= Fals (Z4) is open.

Now assume in the following that ¢ > 0, in this case we have v € V:

If we look at a small open neighborhood U; C ECa™ ()= FaLo (Z4) of D, then we get that if
D' € Uy, then f(D') = f(D).

This means that f(D) = f(D’) is a base point of the line bundle Og (D’), which means
WY (Zy, D') = hX(Z!, D') + 1 = h'(Zs, L) + 1.

It means that the map ECa’T;(l;)_Eq’LS*q(Zq) — r7 Y (Lsy) C Pic”*(l;)_E"e“’(Zb) cannot be a
submersion in any of the points D’ € U;j, because otherwise we would have similarly as in the
previous case that h'(Oz, (D)) = h'(Z] ,,Lsq) = h'(Z], L), where the second equality follows
from the fact that the line bundle £, hasn’t got a base point on the exceptional divisor E, at the

generic point q.
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On the other hand by our previous lemma we know that the map ECa“Z(lL)fE‘?’CS’q(Zq) —

r~(Ls,q) is dominant, and this is a contradiction, since U; C ECa’T;(li‘)_E"’ﬁsv"(Zq) is open. O

Now we want to prove part 3), so first let’s see that 7(Im(c"(Z))) < [[,¢-r| ((l,f}gju)), where
t, = (K + Z, E,) for an arbitrary vertex v € |Z|.

Let’s have a generic differential form w € H(Oz(K+Z));eq, where w has got t,, disjoint transvesal
arrows D, ;,1 < i < t, along the regular parts of exceptional divisors E,, such that (I’, E,) > 0,
because the line bundle Oz (K + Z) hasn’t got any base points on these exceptional divisors.

Furthermore if w is enough generic, then we have exactly m = 7(Im(c" (Z))) distinct smooth
point of Im(c*' (Z)), p1,pa,- -+ , Pm such that w vanishes on the tangent spaces T}, Im(c' (Z))).

Also if w is enough generic, then we can also assume that p; are also generic points of Im(cl/ (2))
in the sense that dim(c! (Z)~1(p;)) = 0, the map &' (Z) : ECal,(Z) — Picl/(Z) is a submersion at
the unique point D; € ¢ (Z)~!(p;) and the unique divisor D; € ¢ (Z)~!(p;) has got (I, E,)) disjoint
arrows at the regular part of the divisors F,,v € |Z|.

Since the map ¢!’ (Z) ECal/(Z) — Pic” (Z) is a submersion at the unique point D; € ¢’ (Z)~(p;),
one has Im(Tp (¢ (2))) = T, (Im(c"' (Z))) and the points p; are regular values of the map ¢ (Z).

This means that the differential form w has got no pole on each D; € ¢ (Z)~(p;).

Notice however that the differential form w has got a pole of order Z, on each exceptional divisor
E,,v € |Z| and disjoint transvesal arrows D, ;,1 < i < t, along the regular parts of exceptional
divisors E,,v € |Z|.

Let’s have the following lemma:

Lemma 9.0.4. With the setup above if D; € ¢ (Z)" (p;) is the unique divisor, which have got
(I', E,) disjoint arrows at the regular part of the divisors E,,v € |Z| and u € |Z|, then D; has got
(I, By) arrows Dy gy, ’D“=“<L’ o) supported on the exceptional divisor E,, where 1 < a; < --- <

a(l’,Eu) < tu

Proof. Let the divisor D; € |p;| have an arrow at the exceptional divisor F,, v € |Z| and let’s denote
it by D’, we have to prove that D’ is one of the arrows D, ;,1 <i <t,.

We know that the differential form w has got a pole of order Z, on the exceptional divisor F,
and w hasn’t got a pole along D’. It means that D'NE, = D, ;N E, for some 1 <i <t,,if Z, =1
then this proves the statement.

We claim in the following that D' = D,, ;:

So assume that Z, > 2 and let’s blow up E, at the point D’ N E, and let the new exceptional
divisor be E; and let the strict transforms of the divisors D', Dy, ; be D7, Dy ;1.

We know that the differential form w has got a pole of order Z,, —2 on E; and w hasn’t got a pole
along the exceptional divisor D’, which means that w must vanish on D}, so DN E; = D, ;1N Ey
since Z, — 2 > 0.

We prove by induction that if j < Z, — 1 and we blow up the exceptional divisor F, sequentially
J times along the divisor D’ and we denote the strict transforms of D', D, ; by D}, Dy, j, and the
new exceptional divisors by Ei, - Ej, then D} N Ej = Dy j N Ej.

If we apply this for j = Z, — 1, then we get D’ = D,, ; ; and it proves the statement.

Now if j < Z,, — 1 we know that w has got a pole on E; of order Z,, — 25, however w hasn’t got
a pole on the divisor D’, which means that w has got a pole on the divisor D} of order at most —j.
We know, that j < Z,, — 1, so we have Z,, — 25 > —j and this means, that w should have an arrow
at E; N D} and we indeed get E; N D} = E; N Dy, ; ; and it proves the statement of the lemma.

|
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Remark 9.0.5. Notice that there is a much easier statement in the other direction, namely if
D = Zue\z| 1<i< (U, By) Dy.a,.., where 1 < ay1 < -+ < @y ,5,) < ty, then the differential form w

hasn’t got a pole on the divisor D.

We got that if w is enough generic, such that p; are also generic points of Im(c (Z)) in the
sense that the unique divisor D; € |p;| has got (I’, E,) disjoint arrows at the regular part of the
divisors E,,v € |Z| and the points p; are regular values of the map ¢! (Z) ,then if D; € |p;|, then
D has got (I',E,) arrows Dy, 4, - +Du,ays p,, supported on the exceptional divisor E,, where
1<ay,- - a1 By < tu

This immediately gives the first part of part 3), so the desired inequality 7(Im(c¥'(Z))) <
[Loc)—v ((sz});v))-

In the following we want to prove the equality part:

We should prove, that if wp is an enough generic differential form wy € H°(Oz(K + Z))req
and we choose for each vertex u € |Z| numbers 1 < ay1 < -+ < ay@.5,) < tu, then D =
Y oue|z)n<i<,By) Puans € ECal/(Z) is a generic divisor in the sense, that ¢’ (Z)(D) is a regular
value of the map ¢’ (Z) and the point ¢’ (Z)(D) is a smooth point of Im(c! (2)).

Let’s have a generic differential form wy € H(Oz(K + Z))yeq and an anallytically open subset
wo € U C H°Oz(K 4 Z))reg, such that all differential forms in U are generic, and we have
holomorphic functions D, ; : U — ECafE;(Z)hJ € 1Z|,1 < i < t,, such that D, ;(wg) = D, ; and
for w € U one has |w| = 3" ¢ 7 1<i<, Dv.i(w).

Now choose for each vertex u € |Z] numbers 1 < ay1 < -+ < ay,,5,) < tu, then we have to
prove that the image of the map D = Zue\z|,1§i§(l',Eu) Dy, :U— ECal'(Z) contains an open
subset of ECal,(Z).

Let’s have the map g : U — ECa’ (Z) — Pic" (Z), we are enough to prove that g(U) contains an
open subset of Im(c!' (Z)) since the map ECal/(Z) — Pic” (Z) is birational.

Let’s denote the contact points dy, ;(w) = D, ;(w) N E,, where 1 < i < ¢,. We claim that we
are enough to prove that if w is an enough generic differential form in U and we choose for each
vertex u € |Z| numbers 1 < ay,1,-* , @y (. B,) < tu, then D(w)|E = Eue\z|,1gig(l',Eu) du,a, (W) €
ECal/(E) is a generic divisor in ECa! (E), so D(w)|E covers an open subset of ECal/(E), while
weU.

Indeed assume that this holds and let’s denote this open set by U’ C ECa’ (E).

Let’s choose generic points g, ; € Ey, 1 < i < (I, E,), such that Zue|Z\,1§ig(l',Eu) Qui €U’

Let’s blow up the exceptional divisors at these points and let the new divisors be E,, ;,1 <7 <
(I', By) and let’s denote I, = — X, ey 1<icr,py) EPuyi a0d Zpew = 7(2).

We know that there is a generic divisor Dyey € ECalnew (Znew), such that the line bundle Oy (Zx+
Z — 74 (Dpew)) hasn’t got base points at the points g, i, u € V,1 <i < (I, E,), so there is a divisor
D', such that Oz(Zx + Z) = Oz(m«(Dypew) + D') and |7s(Dpew)| N |D'| = 0.

Let’s have a differential form w' € H*(Oz(K + Z))yeq, such that |w'| = 7. (Dpew) + D'

On the other hand by the fact that if w is an enough generic differential form w € U C
HY(Oz(K + Z))reg, then D(w)|E = 2wz 1<i< By usans (W) € ECal/(E) is a generic divisor
in ECa" (E) we know that if the points ¢q,; € E,,1 <14 < (I, E,) are enough generic, such that
Youe|Z)1<i<(,Fy) dui € U’, then there is a generic differential form w € H%(Oz(K 4 Z))yeg, such
that dy.a, , (W) = Gu,i-

Now let’s have the divisor of the section w+tw’ € H(Oz(K + Z))yeq, where t € (C,0) is enough

small and let’s denote D} = |w + tw'|.
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We see that if ¢t € (C,0) is enough small, then D} has got transversal arrows at the points g, ;
and Dy = 3° ¢\ 7 1<i<(,B,) Pu.a..qt is a generic divisor in ECal/(Z).

It means that we are indeed enough to prove that if w is an enough generic differential form
w € HY(Oz(K + Z))rey and we choose for each vertex u € |Z| numbers 1 < ay 1, s (11, By) < Tus
then D(w)|E =3, ciz11<i<r, By) Quian, (W) € ECa (E) is a generic divisor in ECa’ (E), so D(w)|E
covers an open subset of ECal/(E), while w € U.

We will prove this in two steps, first let’s denote the subset of vertices Vi = (u € |Z]|Z, = 1) and
let’s denote 7 = >,
numbers 1 < ay,1,- -+, Gu,@,p,) < tu, then Di(w)|E =3 oy 1<i<@r,p,) Qua,,: (W) € ECalll(E) is a

— (', Ey,) - EZ, we will prove first that if we choose for each vertex u € V;

generic divisor in ECalt (E), so Di(w)|E covers an open subset of ECah (E), while w € U.

Indeed we will prove that the image of the map Dy =" oy, 1<i<@.p,) Puan, 1 U = ECalll(Z)
contains an open subset of ECalt (2).

Let’s have the map g1 : U — ECalt (Z) — Pich (Z), we are enough to prove that g;(U) contains
an open subset of Im(c't (Z)) since the map 1 (Z) : ECa't(Z) — Picl1(Z) is birational.

Notice that the dimension of the map ¢1(Z) : ECalt (Z) = Im(¢1(Z)) is dim(Im(c"(Z))) =
(14, 2).

Assume to the contrary that U is a small open neighborhood of wy and ¢;1(U) is locally an
irreducible analytic subvariety of dimension d < (1, Z), let’s denote it by W.

For a generic point ¢ € W let’s have r = h'(Z, q), it means that W C W,.(Z,1}) and for a generic
point ¢ € W we have g € W,.(Z,11) \ W,41(Z,1}).

Here W,.(Z,1}) denotes the Brill-Noether strata W,.(Z,1]) = (L € Piclll(Z)|h1(Z, L) >r).

Notice now that we have the map ¢g; : U — W, and for a generic point ¢ € W the fiber
g7 (q) contains differential forms in H°(Oz(K + Z)),e, which have got no pole on some divisor
D e (ch(2)) " a).

From this we get that dim(g;(¢)) < dim((¢"1(2))" (q)) + hY(Z,q) = 2r — (1 — x(Z) — (Z,1})).

We get the inequality dim(U) = 1 — x(Z) < d+2r — (1 — x(Z) — (Z,1})), which gives that
d>2hY(Oz) — (Z,1}) —2r.

Let’s have a generic line bundle ¢ € W, where ¢ = ¢1(Z) (Zuevl,lgig(l',Eu) Duau(w)) and
w € U is a generic point.

Let’s have the contact points of the disjoint divisors D, 4, ,(w), du,a, ,(w) and assume that ¢ has
got a 7y,q, ,-simple base point at dy 4, , (w).

Since Z, = 1 for each vertex v € Vi we have ry,4,, = 1 if ¢ has got a base point at dy 4, , (w),
and 7y,q,, = 0 if ¢ hasn’t got a base point at dy 4, , (w).

Let’s blow up X Tu,a,, times along the divisors D, q, ,(w)|lu € Vi , and let’s denote the new
singularity by X,ew and the new exceptional divisors by E, ; new Where u € Vy,1 <4 < (l{, E,) and
Tayay,; = 1

Let’s denote Z,e, = 7*(Z) — Zuevl,1§i§(l’1,Eu),ru,au’i:1 B\ inew, notice that Z,,, is the same
cycle as Z, just on the blown up singularity.

Let’s denote 1 ,,.,, = Zuevl,1§i§(l’1,Eu),ru,au,i:O By and ' =37 oy 1<icy, By) Tuau.

Now let’s look at the line bundle ¢* = 7*(¢q) ® Oz, .., (— Zuevl,1§i§(li,Eu),ru,auyi:1 Eyinew) and
notice that h'(Znew,q*) =1+ 1.

On the other hand if ¢ runs over W, then the base point locus of the line bundle ¢ moves in a

r’-dimensional family.
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This means that if ¢ € W was enough generic, then there is an analytical subvariety ¢* €
W' C Pic'tnew(Zpew), such that for each £ € W' we have £ = c'inew(Zpew)(y), where y =
Zuevl,1§i§(l’1,Eu),ru,au,i:0 Duy,a, ;(w) for some w € U, where w has the same base points as ¢ and
y € ECalnew (Znew), and dim(W') > d — 1.

Now there are two cases, assume first that r,q,, = 1 for all w € V1,1 <i < (13, Ey), this means
that ' = (I}, Z) and ¢* = Oy which means that r = h'(Oz) — (I}, Z) so we have d > (Z,1),
however this contradicts the assumption d < (11, Z).

new?

So we can assume in the following that ¢* is not the trivial line bundle and so there are two
independent sections s1, s2 € H(Zpew, ¢*)reg such that |s1| N |[sz| = 0.

We know that for a generic point £ € W’ one has £ € Wiy (Znew, 11 new) \Wetr4+1(Znew, 1 new)
and ¢* € WT+T/(Zn6UJa lll,new) \ WTJrT”rl(Z’ﬂew’ lll,new)'

This means that dim (Ty« (W1 (Znews 1 pew))) = d— 1"

Now let’s recall the following theorem, which is the analouge of the similar theorem in the classical
Brill-Noether theory about the Zariski tangent spaces of Brill-Noether Stratas:

Theorem 9.0.6. Let X be an arbitrary resolution of a normal surface singularity and let’s have a
Chern class I € =S’ on it and a cycle Z, and let’s have a line bundle L € W.(Z,I")\ W,41(Z,1).
Let’s look at the bilinear map p: H(Z, L) @ H*(Z,072(K+ Z)®@ L) — H°(Oz(K + Z)), then we
have TeW,.(Z,1') = ker(Im(p)), where we use the identification HY(Oz(K + Z)) = HY(Oz)*.

Let’s use this theorem in our situation in the following:
Let’s look at the map p : HY(Zpew, ¢*)OH(Znew, Oz,,... (KnewtZnew)®(q*) 1) — HY(Oz, .., (Knew+
Znew)), we have T (Wrgr (Znew, /1,new)) = ker(Im(u)).

Notice that on one hand we have H%(Z,e, ¢* )reg # 0 obviously, and on the other hand H®(Z,c, Oz

Znew) & (q*)il)reg # 0.
The latter statement follows from the fact that Oz, . (Kpew+Znew) = Oz,,.., (Zuevl,lgig(l’l,Eu),lzru . Euinewt

(Knew+

new

Zu€|Z\,1§j§tu|jyﬁau,i DUJ)‘
Notice also that the line bundle ¢* hasn’t got any base points on the cycle Z,,¢y,.

From the theorem it follows that we have obviously dim(Im(u)) < h'(Og,..) — d +r'. It means
that dim(ker(u)) > 1+ (r +17') — (W' (Zpew) — d +1'), where we have 2 < | = h°(Zew, ¢*)-

We have h%(Z,ew, Oz,... (Knew + Znew) @ (¢*)7Y) = b (Znew, ¢*) = 7+ 1" and let’s have a basis
81,82, 81 € H'(Zpew, q*)reg, such that [s1| N |s2| = 0.

For1 < j <llet’sdenote V; =< s1, 82, -+ ,5; > and let’s have the map p; : Vj®HO(Znew, Oz
Znew) & (q*)_l) — HO(OZnew (Knew + Znew))'

Notice that for j > 2 one has dim(ker(y;)) — dim(ker(u;—1)) < h'(Zpew,q*) = r + 1, this means
that we have:

(Knew+

new

dim(ker(us)) > 2- (r +7') — (Y (Oz,.,) —d+71")=d+2r +7" —h'(Oz,.,).

new

Now let’s have a generic element in ker(pz), it is in the form s1 ® (t1) — s2 ® (t2) € ker(usz), where
we have t1,t2 € H(Znew, Oz,... (Knew + Znew) ® (¢*)71) and now assume that t; € H°(Z,e0 —
A, 0z, .. —aA(Knew + Znew — A) @ (%) ™) ey, where we have 0 < A < Zyy, , it follows that we have
also to € H'(Zpew — A,02z, ...~ aA(Knew + Znew — A) @ (%) ™ )reg-

Now from the base point free pencil trick we know that dim(ker(u2)) = H*(Zpew—A,0z,...— a(Knew+
Znew — A) ®2(q") 7).
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Indeed if s € H'(Zpew — A, 0z, A(Knew + Znew — A) @ 2(¢*)71), then pa(s1 ® (s2 - s) —
S2 ® (s1-5)) = 0, so the map s — $1 ® (s2-8) — s2 ® (1 - $) gives the identification between
H(Zpew — A, 0z, A(Knew + Znew — A) @ 2(¢*) 1) and ker(usz).

It means that we have dim(ker(uz2)) = h!(Znew — 4,2¢%), so we get:

R (Znew — A, 2¢%) > d+2r + 7" — WM (Znew)-
Now notice that we have H%(Zpew — A,2¢%)reg # 0 and HY(Zpew — A, Oz, —a(Knew + Znew —

4) 9 2(q") ) ey #0.

From this we get H(Znew — A, Knew + Znew — A)reg # 0, and Z,e, — A is a cycle on a generic
singularity, so we have h*(Oz, ., -4) =1 — X(Zpew — A), or in other words h°(Og, ., —a) = 1.

Now we have the map (¢21 (Zew—A)) "1 (Oz,.. - a(2¢%)) B (¢~ Z8new tZnew =2l (7 — A)) (O, —a(Knew+

Zpew—A)@22(q*) 1) — ¢ ZRnewtZncw (7, 0, —A)) 1Oz, — A(Knew+ Znew—A)), which is birational

to its image, so this gives that:

hO(Znew_Aa 2q*)+h0(Znew_Aa OZnew—A(Knew+Znew_A)®2(q*)_1)_1 S hO(Znew_A; OZnew—A(Knew+Znew_A))

hO(Znew - A; 2(]*) + hO(Znew - A; OZnewa(Knew + Znew - A) (24 2((]*)71) - 1 S 1 - X(Znew - A)

On the other hand we have h%(Znew — A,2¢%) — h(Znew — A, O0z,...—A(Knew + Znew — A) @
2((1*)71) = X(Znew - A) + (2q*a Znew - A)
From these two inequalities we get instantly that:

hO(Znew - A; OZnewa(Knew + Znew - A) & 2((1*)71) S 1 - X(Znew - A) - (q*a Znew - A)

Notice that from the definition of Z we have —x(Znew — A) — (¢*, Znew — A) < —X(Znew) —
(0%, Znew) if 0 < A < Znew.

Indeed let’s denote A = A’ + A”, where |A’| C |Z] and |A"|N|Z| = 0.

If A’ =0, then (¢*, Znew — A) = (¢*, Znew), so we have to prove X(Znew — A) > X(Znew ), however
this is immediate from H%(Oz,., (Knew + Znew))reg 7 0.

Assume on the other hand that A’ > 0 and —x(Znew—A)—(¢*, Znew—A4) > —X(Znew)— (0%, Znew)s
in this case we would have dim(Im(c® (4 ) (Z,ew))) = dim(Im(c 9 (Zper, — A))) + B (Oz,..) —
hY(Oz..._4) and we woud easily get that dim(c! (Z)) = dim(c" (Z — A")) + R} (Oz) — hX(Oz_4)
but this is impossible because of the minimality of Z in its definiton.

Now assume in the following first that 0 < A, in this case we have:
dim(ker(pz)) = b (Znew — A, Oz, A(Knew + Znew — A) ©2(¢*) 1) < 1= X(Znew) = (€, Znew)-
1= X(Znew) = (0%, Znew) > d+2r +17" — b (Oz,.,).
1= X(Znew) — s Zpew) + 1" > d+2r +1" — ' (Oz,..).

d < 2h'(Oz) — (Z,1}) — 2r.

This is a contradiction, so we can assume in the following, that A = 0.
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In this case we get that d < 2h'(Oz)—(Z,1;)—2r and so we must have have equality d = 2k (Oz)—
(Z,1})—2r and this can only happen if b (Z,cw,2¢*) = 1—X(Znew) — (@*, Znew), and furthermore the
map (C2l,1 (Znew)) ™ (02, (2¢%)) ® (¢ #Knew new=2 (Znew)) ™ (O 2,0, (Knew + Znew) ©2(q%) ") —
cZknewtZnew (7, . ))"HOg,.. (Knew + Znew)) has to be dominant.

This means that if we have a generic differential form w € U, where |w| =3", ¢ 7 1<i<s, Du,i(w),
where the divisors D, ;(w) are disjoint, then there are integers 1 < by1 < -+ < by (2¢,(q*),En) < tus
such that 2¢" = Oz(},¢|2),1<j<(2¢*,50) Pubu; (W)

Notice that this means that there are only finitely many possible values for the line bundle 2¢*
and so for the line bundle ¢* too. This means that if w € U general the line bundle ¢*(w) = ¢* is
constant.

Now let’s denote (¢*, Fy) = qu, we know that ¢, =0 if Z,, # 1 and ¢, < (I', E,,) for every vertex
u € |Z| and furthermore for every vertex u € |Z| there are integers 1 < b, 1 < -+ < by q, < tu, such
that ¢*(w) = OZ(ZUG\ZHSJ'S% u bw( w)).

Let’s have the subsets M C ((u, z)|Z =1,1<i<t,), such that if M,, = ((u,%)|(u,) € M), then
|M,| < (I, E,) and OZ(ZU (e Dui(w)) is a constant line bundle if w € U and let’s denote the
family of this subsets by F'

Let’s look at the minimal elements of the family F' according to containment.

We claim first that if M7 and M5 are minimal elements of F', then one has M; = M, or M1 NM; =

Indeed assume in the following that M7 # My but My N My # () and assume that M \ My # 0
too and let’s denote M’ = My N Mo.

We know that qar, = Oz(32, ji(u.inem Pui(w)) and arr, = Oz(3, ij(u.iyers, Pu,i(w)) are con-
stant line bundles if z € U and we know that the maps (ccl(qu )(2))~! (qun; )@(C_ZKJFZ““’_CI(‘ZMJ N(2)"HO4(K+
Z)® q;/é) — (c7Zx+2(2))"1(Oz(K + Z)) has to be dominant if j = 1, 2.

Now assume that the line bundle grr(w) = Oz (32, i u.iyerr Du,i(w)) is not constant if we move
in cZ5+%2(7))71(Oz(K + Z)), this means that the line bundle gy (w) = Oz(Xwij(u.iyem Pui(w))
is not constant if we move in (c¢ @1)(Z2))"1(Oz (g, ).

If we fix a divisor D € (¢ 25 +Znew—c(ar) (7)) =1 (OZ(K+Z)®qX4§_) and move in (¢ (@11 (Z)) " (qaz,)
such that the line bundle gur/(t) = Oz (32, ij(u,iye nrr Du.i(t)) changes, then we get that Oz (-, ;j(u.nenr, Dui(t)+
D) € (¢ 7xt2(Z)) " (Oz(K + Z)) but the line bundle Oz(3=,, i(u.ijerr, Du.i(t)) changes, which is
a contradiction.

This arguement shows that M’ € F too, however this contradicts to the minimality of M; so we
have proved our claim.

We know that for w € U we have ¢*(w) = Oz(3_ ¢ 7/,1<j<q, Puba,; (w)), which means that the
set @ = ((u,by,j)|1 < j < @) is a subset in the family F, so let’s have a minimal element M € F,
such that M C Q.

Notice that because the line bundle Oz (K + Z) hasn’t got a base point, if we move around in
=I5+ 2( 7)) YOz (K + Z)) the monodromy is 1-transitive on the set D, ;,1 < i < ¢, on every
vertex u € |Z].

We claim that for each vertex u € |Z|, M can’t contain all the elements (u,i),1 < i <{,.

Indeed suppose that we have a vertex v’ € |Z] and M contains all the elements (u',i),1 < i < .

Now there are two cases, assume first that there exists another vertex u” € |Z|, such that M
doesn’t contain all the elements (u”,4),1 < i < tyr, but My~ # (.
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Let’s have an element (u”,i;) € M, and another element (u”,iz) ¢ M, , we know that the
monodromy is 1-transitive on the set Dy, ;,1 <7 < t,, so we get that there is a minimal element
M’ € F such that (u”,i2) € M, and M’ contains all the elements (u',4),1 < ¢ < t,.

However this is a contradiction because M # M’ are minimal elements in F, but M N M’ # .

In the other case assume that gu(w) = Oz(3_ ey 1<i<s, Du,i(w)), where Y C |Z], however in
this case t,, = (I, ) for each vertex u € Y, since M C @ and the line bundle gy (w) is constant if
weU.

Notice on the other hand that there are inidices 1 < 7y 1, , 7y @ B,) < tu for every vertex
u € |Z| such that the line bundle Oz (}_, ¢ |z.1<i<, ) Du,ra.;(w)) covers an open set in Im(c!' (2)),
which has got dimension (I', 7).

On the other hand the line bundle gn(w) = 3, ey 1<;<@,p,) Du,i(w) is constant and the line
bundle Oz(3_ e z)\v1<i<@,5.) Pura. (w)) covers a set of dimension at most (I, Zz\y) < (I', Z)
which is a contradiction.

So we have proved our claim that for each vertex u € |Z] M can’t contain all the elements
(u,i),1 < i <ty

Next we claim that for each vertex u € |Z| one has |M,,| < 1, indeed assume to the contrary that
u' € |Z] and | M,/ | > 2, we already know however that |M,/| < t,.

So we can assume now that (u',1), (uv/,2) € My and (u/,3) & M, .

Let’s blow up now F, s in a generic point p, let’s denote the new singularity by )?new, the cycle
Zpew = T(Z) — Epew and let’s look at the line bundle Oy, .. (Znew + Knew — Enew)-

We know that (I, E,/) > 2, so it follows from the minimality of the cycle Z that ez(u’) > 3.

It means by lemmal that the line bundle Oy
on the exceptional divisor F,,.

It means that if we move around in (¢=25+4(Z))"1(Oz(K + Z)), then the monodromy is 2-

transitive on the set D,/ ;,1 <14 < .

(Znew + Knew — Enew) hasn’t got a base point

new

We give the sketch of this easy arguement:

Let’s have two indices 1 < 1,42 < t,/, we know that if w € H°(Oz(K + Z)) is generic then
the contact points dy 1(w),dy 2(w) are two generic points in E,s and also dy 4, (w), dy 4, (w) are
two generic points in E,,. It means that we can have two generic points p,q € FE, and two
generic diferential forms wy,we € HY(Oz(K + Z))yeq such that dy 1(w1) = p,dy 2(w1) = q and
dy iy (w2) = p,dy i, (we) = ¢q. The family of differential forms ¢ - wq + (1 — t)ws,t € C gives the
desired two-transitivity of the monodromy.

However this means that there is a minimal element M’ € F such that (v, 1), (v/,3) € M/,, but
this is a contradiction because of M’ N M # () and M’ # M.

Thus we have concluded that for each vertex u € |Z| one has |M,,| < 1.

Because the monodromy is 1 transitive we obviously know that there are at least two vertices
u € |Z], such that |M,| = 1, let’s denote two such vertices by ', u”. Let’s denote the subset of | Z|
consisting of vertices u € |Z|, such that |M,| =1 by G, we can assume that (u,1), (u”,1) € M.

Now let’s blow up the singularity at d,/ 1(w) for some generic w € U, let’s denote the new
singularity by )N(new, the cycle Zpey = m(Z) — Epew and let’s look at the line bundle Oz, (Znew +
Kpew — Enew), we claim that it has got a base point at dy» 1(w).

Indeed assume that it hasn’t got a base point at d,~ 1(w), then we can find two generic points
p € Ey,q € Ey and w € U, such that dy 1(w) = p, dyr 1(w) = q.
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On the other hand if p € E,,q € E,» are generic, then we can find w' € H°(Oz(Z + K))
differential form, such that p,q € |w’| and there are integers 1 < j, < t,,u € G, such that
Qa0 () =, dyr g, (0) = g and O5(F e D () # a1

Now let’s have the differential form ¢(w') + (1 —t)w € U,t € C, we get that ga (t-w+ (1 —1t)-w') #
gy (w) if ¢t € C is enough close to 0, which is a contradiciton.

Notice that we got that d,~ ;1 is a base point of the line bundle Oz (Z+ K —d, 1) which means, that
h(Oz(Z+ K —duw1))) = h°(Oz(Z+ K —dy 1 —dyr 1)) and we get that h°(Oz(du 1 +dyr 1)) = 2.

Notice however that (I', /) > 1 and (I’, E,) > 1 so by the minimality of the cycle Z we get that
ez(u',u") > 3, however this contradicts lemmall

This contradiction proves our claim that if we denote the subset of vertices V; = (u € |Z||Z, = 1)
andl} =y — (', Ey)-Ey, then if we choose for each vertex u € Vi numbers 1 < ay 1, , @y v, 8,) <
tu, then Dy(w)|E = 32, ey, 1<i<r By Qusan: (W) € ECalll(E) is a generic divisor in ECalll(E), SO
D1 (w) covers an open subset of ECah (E), while w € U.

On the other hand we should prove that if w is an enough generic differential form w € H°(Oz (K +
Z))reg and we choose for each vertex u € |Z] numbers 1 < ay,1,--- , ay @, 5,) < tu, then D(w)|E =
Doue|ZI1<i<(, By Gusan,: (W) € ECa" (E) is a generic divisor in ECa" (E), so D(w)|E covers an open
subset of ECa!’ (E), while w € U.

However the second statement follows trivially from the first statement using our lemma3.0.2]
many times.

Indeed let’s have the pairs (u,a,;),w ¢ V1 and let’s order them in an arbitrary order, so let’s
have 7 = |((u, ay,;)|u ¢ V1)| and for 1 < j < r let’s denote the j-th pair by (u;, a;) and let’s denote
13 = 2195]' E:L

We should prove inductively on the paramater j, that Dj(w)|E =}, oy, 1<icr,p,) usan: (W) +
Di<icj Quai () € ECali (E) is a generic divisor in ECali (E), so Dj(w)|E covers an open subset of
ECa’ (E), while w € U. We know the statement for j = 0, so let’s see the induction step.

We know from the induction hypothesis that D; 1 (w)|E = 3=, ey, 1<ic@,p,) Qusau: (W) F21<i<jm1 usa (W)
is a generic divisor in ECali-1 (E), and the induction hypothesis follows trivially from lemma0.0.2]

Indeed for each index 1 <4 < j — 1 let’s blow E,, in a generic point ¢; € E,, and let the new
divisors be Ei,---, E;_; and let’s denote | = Z1gi§j—1 E; and Zyeo, = 7°(2) = L.

Notice that if ¢; € ., is a generic point then there exists a section s € H*(Oz(K + Z)) which
goes through q1,- -+, ¢; which means that H%(Oyz, .., (Knew + Znew — 1))reg # 0 and the dimension
of the image of the map H°(Oz,.. (Knew + Znew — 1)) — HO(OEuj (Knew + Znew — 1)) is bigger than
1.

By lemmad.0.2 this means that the line bundle O, _,
on the regular part of E,,. This indeed yields that Dj(w)|E = Zuevl,lgig(l',Eu)du,au,i(w) +

(Knew + Znew — 1) hasn’t got a base point

’
> i<i<j Qus,a;(w) is a generic divisor in ECa' (E) and we are done.
(]

Let’s consider in the following the case of an arbitrary normal surface singularity X with resolution
graph 7. In this case the line bundles Oz (K + Z) may have several unexpected base points, however

we can prove easily the upper bound part analouge of the previous theorem:

Theorem. Let T be an arbitrary resolution graph and X a singularity corresponding to it. Let’s
have a Chern class ' € =S and an integer effective cycle Z > E, such that Z = Cpin(Z,1'), in
particular we know that the Abel map ECa’ (Z) = Im(c!'(Z)) is birational.
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For an arbitrary vertex v € V let’s denote t, = (—Zk + Z, E,,), with this notation we have got
7(tm(c"(2))) < Tloep. (oik,))-

Remark 9.0.7. In the general case it can happen that 7(Im(c"'(Z))) = 0, so the dual projective

variety of the projective clousure Im(c!’(Z)) has got dimension less than h'(Oyz) — 1.

Proof. Let’s denote in the following 7 = 7(Im(c!' (2))).

Let’s have a generic differential form w € H°(Oz(K + Z)) = H'(Ogz)*, and suppose that
p1,---,pr € Im((Z)) are different generic smooth points of Im(c¢! (Z)) such that w vanishes
on T, (Im(c' (2))).

Let’s denote the set of base points of the line bundle Oz (K + Z) by B, for a generic section
w € HY(Oz(K + Z))rey We can write |w| = Eue\zmgigav D, ; + D' where a, < t, and D, ; are
disjoint transversal cuts on the exceptional divisor E,, D, ;N B =0, D'NE C B.

We can also assume that w is such generic that the points p; € Im(c!' (Z)) satisty dim((¢" (Z)) ™ (pi)) =
0 and if we denote D; = (¢!’ (Z))~!(p;), then D; consists of (', E) disjoint transversal cuts along the
smooth part of F.

If w is enough generic we can assume that the only 0O-dimensional divisor D; € |p;| satisfies
DiNnB=0if1<i<T.

We can also assume that the Abel map is submersion in the points D; € ECa (Z) s0 Ty, (Im(c (Z)) =
Im(Tp, (¢ (2)))

We know that the differential form w vanishes on the subspace Im(Tp, (¢ (Z))), so the differential
form w hasn’t got a pole on the divisors D;,1 < i < 7.

On the other hand by lemmad.0.4 we know that D; = Zve\Zngjg(l/,Eu) Dy, where 1 < by <
RS b(l/,Eu) < a, are different indices.

This means that 7 < Hve|Z\ ((l,a]g )) < Hve|Z\ ((l,tﬁj )) which proves our theorem. O
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